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Art. XVIII. Conclufion of the Account of Dr. Hutchefon’s 
Syftem of Moral Philosophy. © 


courfe of life which God and nature recommend to 
us,.as. moft lovely and moft conducive: to the true 
‘happinefs of the agent, is that which is intended-for the ge- 
neral good of mankind, in the wifeft manner that our reafon 
and obfervation can fuggeft, proceeds, in the fecond, to en- 
quire into the more fpecial laws of nature, or; the proper 
means of promoting the happinefs:of mankind by our actions, 
And this he does, firft, by confidering only that relation which 
‘ nature has conftituted among all, abftracting from thofe ad- 
ventitious ftates, or relations, which human inflitutions or 
. actions have conftituted. ) 

Before he enters direétly upon this part of his fubjeét, he 
. gives fome account of many complex notions of, moral quali- 
ties; lays down rules for computing the morality of actions; 
and explains the general doétrine of rights andlaws: which he 
does in a more clear and diftinét manner than the generality 
- of civilians. Having premifed thus.much, he:proceeds to ‘he 
more fpecia! confideration of the rights and duties of man- 
- kind, and ‘the fpecial laws of nature: he fhews, that a ftate 
\ of natural dibery is not a ftate of war; that a focial life is ne- 
~ ceflary ; that each individual-has a natural right to life and 
' fafety, to liberty of aétion,.to private judgment, to the ufe 
of fuch things as are-cemmon, to fociety withcothers, to the 
Vou, AIQ, M chas 


| Ta dogtor having thewn, ‘in his firft book, that the 
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character of innocence, to marriage, &c. and that no fuperior 
endowments, natural, or acquired, can give a perfect right 
to aflume power over others, without their confent. In treat- 
ing of adventitious rights, he enquires into the general right 
which mankind have to the ufe of things inamimate, and the 
lower animals. 
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© As the inferior animals,’ fays he, ¢ are led by their appe- 
tites and inftinéts, without any capacity of confidering the 
notions of right or wrong, to ufe fuch fruits of the earth as 
their fenfes recommend, and their appetites crave, for their 
fupport, mankind would probably at firft aét the like part, 
without confidering the point of right, and that from the 
like inftinéts. When they attained to the knowledge of a 
wife and good God, the creator of all thefe curious forms, 
and to the notions of right, they would foon difcover, that 
it was the will of God that they fhould ufe the inanimate 
produéts of the earth for their fupport, or more comfortable 
fubfiftence ; and that they had a right thus to ufe them 
from the following obvious reafons. ‘They would perceive 
their own fpecies to be the moft excellent creatures that 
could be fupported by them; that without this fupport they 
mutt foon perifh in a miferable manner; that their inftin&s 
and fenfes were plainly deftined to lead them into the ufe df 
them; that the inftinéts of lower animals, who had no fu- 
perior powers to reftrain them, plainly fhewed the inani- 
mate things to be deftined for the fupport of animals ; that 
thefe forms, however curious and beautiful, muft foon pe- 
rifh of their own accord, and return to the common mafs 
of earth, without anfwering any fuch valuable purpofe as 
fupporting animal-life and increafing its happinefs; that to 
things inanimate all ftates are alike, and no diminution or 
increafe of happinefs is occafioned by any changes which befal 
them, except as they are fub/ervient to things animated. 
Thefe confiderations would clearly fhew, that a great in- 
creafe of happinefs, and abatement of mifery, in the whole, 
muift enfue upon animals ufing for their fupport the inani- 
mate fruits ofthe earth ;- and that confequently. it is right 
they fhould ufe them, and the intention of their creator. 

‘ A new-created pair, indeed, could fcarce fubfift, even in 
the fineft climates, without a place cultivated for them arti- 
ficially, and ftored with fruits ready for their fubfiftence. 
Their firft days muit be.anxious and dangerous, unlefs they 
were inftrucéted about the fruits proper for their ufe, the na- 
tures of animals around them, the changes of feafons, and 
the arts of fhelter and ftoring up for the future. They 
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would not need a revelation to teach them their right, but 
would need one to teach them how to ufe it. 

‘ The right to ufe inferior animals is not fo obvious ; and 
here inflruction would be more neceffary, if there was _ 
any need to ufethem ; and yet reafon would pretty foor teac! 
one the right of mankind in this matter. A rational Bein 
who had notions of right and wrong, and in fome diftrels 
needed the labours or othet ufe of creatures fo much inferior 
in dignity, being confcious of his natural power, by means 
of reafonl, to make fuch creatures fubfervient to his fupport 
and happinefs, would readily prefume upon his right, and 4 
little further reflection would confirm his prefumption. 
¢ It is true, thefe creatures are capable of fome happinefs 
and mifery; their fufferings naturally move our compaffion ; 
we approve relieving them in many cafes, and muft con- 
déemn all unneceflary cruelty towards them; as fhewing dn 
inhtimat temper. Could we fubfift fufficiently happy with- 
out diminifhing the eafe ot pleafure of inferior animals, it 
would be cruel and unjuft to create to them any needlefs 
toil or fuffering, of to diminifh their happinefs. But the 
human fpecies is capable of incomparably greater happinéfs 
or mifery: the external fenfes of brutes may be equally, or 
more acute; but men have fuperiot fenfes or powers of en- 
joyment or fuffering: they have fublimer pleafures by. the 
imagination, by knowledge, by mofe extenfive and lafting 
focial affections, and fympathy; by their MORAL SENSE; 
and that of honour. Their reafon and refleGtion collec 
joys and forrows, glory and fhame, from events paft- ahd 
future, affecting others as Well as themfelves; wheréas 
brutes are much confined to what at prefent affects their 
fenfés. Thus mankind are plainly the fupreme part in the 
animal fy{tem of this earth. 

‘ Now fuppofe an impartial governot, regatding all afi- 
mals in propottion to their dignity, and aiming at the beft 
{tate of all: fuppofe the higheft fpeciess; mankind, multi- 
plying fo faft; that neither the natural fruits of the earth, 
nor thofe procured by their own labour, are fufficient for 
their maintenance: and that they are opprefied with imnio- 
derate toil and anxiety, as they muft be without the affi- 
tance of brute animals, In this cafe men could give no 4id 
to the tamer fpeciés of brutes ini defending them againft fa- 
vage beafts,; in providing clear paftures; or ftoring fordge 
for the winter: the tamer kinds. muft generally perith. 
Some of thefe kinds, by their greater ftrength, could beat 
any given quantity of —_— or effect certain works with 
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far lefs pain than men; and by want of fore-thought and re. 
fletion would fuffer much lefs by any labour. By their 
afiftance men might. obtain a great increafe of happinefs, 
and be freed from evils much fuperior to thofe labours im- 
ofed on the beafls. Men could thus have leifure, and it 
would become their intereft, to defend and provide for their 
fellow-labourers, and to encourage their propagating. Here 
is plainly a well ordered complex fy{ftem, with a proper 
connection and fubordination of parts, for the common 
good of all, It tends to the good of the whole fyftem, that 
as great a part as poffible of the feverer labours ufeful to the 
whole, be caft upon that part of the fyftem to which it is 
a {maller evil, and which is incapable of higher offices requir- 
ing art and reafon: while the higher part, relieved from 
fuch toil, gains leifure for nobler offices and enjoyments, 
of which it alone is capable; and can give the neceflary 
fupport and delence to the inferior. “Thus, by human do- 
minion over the brutes, when prudently and mercifully ex- 
ercifed, the tameable kinds are much happier, and human 
life exceedingly improved. And this fufficiently fhews it 
to be juft. : 
‘ But if, after all this, men and other animals multiply-fo 
faft, that there is not fufficient food for their fuftenance, it 
plainly tends to the good of the whole fyftem, that when 
both the nobler and the meaner kinds cannot fufficiently 
fubfift and multiply, that the nobler fhould rather be en- 
creafed: and perifhing by violence, by want of food, or 
any other caufe which can be forefecn, is a greater evil to 
the kinds endued with fore-thought, than to thofe who feel 
only the prefent pain. “Ihe brutes therefore can have no 
right or property valid againft mankind, in any thing necef- 
fary for human fupport. Had God intended for brutes any 
fuch right to any parts of the earth, or any goods they once 
potiefled, fo as to exclude men in their greateft indigence of 
juch things; this would have been a right oppofite to the 
gre:teft good of the fyftem, which is abfurd. He would 
certainly have given to brutes fome fagacity to have marked 
out their bounds, to have made known their claims, and 
treated with men about them, 
‘ And yet brutes may very juftly be faid to have a right 
that no ufelefs pain or mifery fhould be infli€ted on them. 
Men have intimations of this right, and of their own cor- 
refponding obligation, by their fenfe of. pity. It is plainly 
inhuman and immoral to create to brutes any ufelefs tor- 
ment, or to deprive them of any fuch natural enjoyments as 
¢ do 
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do not interfere with the interefts of men, It is true, 
brutes have no notion of right, cr of moral qualities: but 
infants are in the fame cafe, and yet they have their rights, 
which the adult are obliged to maintain. Not to mention that 
frequent cruelty to brutes may produce fuch a bad habit of 
mind, as may break out in like treatment of our fellows, 

¢ But if mankind fo increale, that all their labours, even 
with the afliftance of that of beafts, cannot procure them 
fufficient fupport, it is plain they can {pare no labour for the 
defence of fuch tameable kinds as are unfit for Jabour, un- 
lefs they obtained from them fome other ufe: fuch kinds 
muft be banifhed from cultivated Jands, and be expofed to 
favage beafts, and to the winter colds and famine, It mutt 
therefore be for the intereft of thofe kinds, that men fhould 
make any other advantage they can from them, by their 
milk or wool, or any other way, which might purchafe. to 
them human defence and protection, By this means thefe 
creatures fhall have an happier and a longer life, and fhail 
be more increafed., 

‘ But if mankind fo increafe, that all this ufe of living 
animals is not fufficient, men muft exclude from their 
care all fuch animals as yield no fuch ufe; unlefs fome 
other ufe of them is found out to engage and compenfate 
human care about them, they muft be left to perifh mi- 
ferably in defarts and mountains, by favage beafts, or by 
want of forage; fince many of the tameable kinds multiply 
beyond all neceflity, for any ufes men can derive from them 
during their lives: nature here points out another ufe; as 
we fee many animal kinds led by their inftincts to feed upon 
the flefh of other animals. ‘Thofe of the inferior fpecies, 
thus deftined for food to the fuperior, enjoy life and fenfe 
and pleafure for fome time, and at laft perifh as eafily as by 
old age, winter, cold, orfamine. ‘The earth and animals 
muft have had quite different conflitutions, otherwife thefe 
feeming evils could not have been prevented. The fuperior 
orders muft have had fome food provided: it is better this 
food be animated for fome time, and have fome low fenfe 
and enjoyment, than be wholly inienfible, and only fubfer- 
vient to nourifh animals. ‘Theie lov-cr orders alfo, during 
their lives, may do coniiderable fervice in the world, as na- 
turalifts obferve, that the fmaller infects, the ordinary prey 
of birds and fifhes, by feeding on all putrefaction, prevent 
the corruption of the air, and thus are ufeful to the whole 
fyftem. ; 
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‘It would be the intereft of an animal fyftem, that the 
§ nobler kinds fhould be increafed, tho’ it diminifhed the num. 
© bers of the lower. A violent death by the hands of men 
¢ may be a much lefs evil to the brutes than they muft other- 
‘4 ‘fe have endyred, and that much earlier too, had they 
¢ been excluded from human care. By this ufe of them for’ 
‘ food, men are engaged to make their lives eafier, and to en- 
© courage their propagation. They are defended and fed by 
‘ human art, their numbers increafed, and their deaths may 
‘© be eafier; and human life made agreeable i in thofe countries 
¢ which otherwife muft have been defolate. ‘Thus the inten- 
© tion of nature, to fubjeét the brute animals to men for food, 
¢ js abundantly manifeft, and its tendency to the general good 
© of the fyftem fhews, that men have a right to make this 
© ule of them. 

‘ Tf all thefe reafonings did not foon occur to men, it is 
robable they had not foon any need of the flefh of animals. 
hen they bert it, their own fagacity might difcover their 
right. And yet this right is fo oppofite to the natural com- 
paflion of the human heart, that one cannot think an exprefs 
rant of it by revelation was fuperfluous.’ 
‘Our | ingenious author now goes on to confider the right of 
private property, which one man may have exclufive of others ; 
and obferves, very juftly, that the difficulties upon this fubjeé 
arife from fome confufed imagination, that property is fome 
hyfical quality or relation produced by fome action of men. 
fn his enquiries about the original of property, he only means 
to difcover what confiderations or circumftances fhew it to be 
morally good or innocent, that a perfon fhould enjoy the full 
ufe of certain things, and that it would evidence an immoral 
affection in another to hinder him. Now from the natural 
defires of men, of which we are all confcious, and from the 
manifeft intention of nature, it muft appear immoral, cruel, 
or inhumanly felffh, he fays, to hinder any man from ufing 
any goods formerly common, which he has firft occupied, 
while there remains abundance of other things which others 
ma 4 occupy for their own fupport. And fuch defeating of the 
rft occupiers, it is faid, muit give perpetual occafion for the 
moft defiructive paffions and contentions. 

In further treating of this fubjeét, he confiders how far 
property may be extended, what rights are included in it, and 
the ways of alienating or transferring it; after which he pro- 
ceeds to enquire into the nature of ‘contracts, or covenants ; 
fhews their neceflity, and the obligation of faithfully obfervixg 
them. He takes occafion, i in difeyffing this part of his fubject, 
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to prove, that faith is obligatory towards the werft of men, 
and that no tenet can be of more horrid confequence than this, 
that bad men have no valid rights, or, that good men are under - 
no obligations to them, whether they are deemed bad on account 
of practices, or of opinions we may call herefies. To ob- 
ferve lawful covenants voluntarily entered into with the worit 
of men, is fo far, he fays, from encouraging their vices, that 
it has the contrary tendency. It fhews them the beauty of 
integrity, and itsrufefulnefs even to themfelves; whereas the 
contrary practice gives them an example of injuftice, and pro- 
vokes them to it. They conclude, that there is no honefty; 
that all pretences to it are hypocrify ; that their own infamy is 
unjuft, fince others are no better. Befides this, the moral 
characters of men are not unalterable; fome, who were once 
diftinguifhed in wickednefs, have become eminent in virtue: 
fo that no man, as our author obferves, is unworthy of our care. 

In regard to pyrates and robbers, he tells us, that they feem, 
by the whole tenor of their lives, to abdicate all rights and 
claims founded on the focial laws of nature; as they direct! 
and avowedly oppofe the whole foundation and end of that law, 
the happinefs of mankind. The public intereft therefore, which 
is the end of all law, requires, he fays, that fuch avowed 
enemies of all fhould be deftroyed, and fhould hold no benefit 
by thofe laws, which they renounce in the very act of extort- 
ing promifes by unjuft violence. ‘The non-obfervance of fuch 
promifes, it is faid, cannot hurt fociety; but the obfervance 
may, as it puts good men more in the power of fuch monfters, 
and makes fuch a life more advantageous and inviting, If 
none regarded fuch promifes, they would not be extorted; and 
robbers would expect no more than their prefent fpoils. 

If we have contracted with fuch perfons without compulfion, 
in the ordinary matters of commerce, we are faulty, he fays, 
in maintaining commerce with them; and civil laws juftly re- 
fufe them any action upon fuch contracts: but yet, unlefs we 
are prohibited by the laws of our country, he thinks, we 
fhould obferve our contraét, or reftore whatever we have re- 
ceived. The reafon alledged is, that in fuch aéts no force 
was fuppofed, and by voluntarily contracting with fuch men, 
when we know their characters, we feem tacitly to renounce 
that exception founded upon the general tenor of their lives. 

After confidering the nature of contracts, the doctor pro- 
ceeds to point out our duty and obligations in the ufe of fpeech. 
Whenever we are under obligations to impart our fentiments, 
we are bound, he fays, to ufe fuch words as we judge moft 
proper and effectual for that purpofe; and to ufe other words 
M 4 de- 
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defignedly, which we forefee will deceive the hearers, tho’ in 
fome other way of interpretation they may be true, he thinks 
is criminal. In cafes where we are not obliged to declare 
our fentiments, on account of the bad conduét or intention of 
fome hearers; or where our refufing to anfwer fome captious 
queftions might difcover, as much as direct fpeech, what the 
enquirers have no right to know, and would abufe to the worft 
purpofes if they did know ; he thinks it may be lawful to ufe 
fuch evafive anfwers as to a good unprejudiced mind, accord- 
ing to a juft interpretstion, would not intimate any thing 
falfe, while yet we forefee that others will interpret the words 
another way, and be deceived by them, through their own te- 
merity, or unjuft prejudices. Of fuch fpeeches and anfwers 
there are inftances, we are told, in fome of the moft facred 
charaéters. 

He goes on to treat of oaths and vows; of the principal 
contracts in a focial life; of perfonal rights; of the rights 
arifing from injuries, and damages done by others; of the ge- 
neral rights of human fociety, and the extraordinary rights 
arifing from fome fingular neceflity. It is manifeft, he fays, 
to ali men of underftanding, who are not culpably deficient in 
the more extenfive affections of the foul, that many unufual 
cafes may occur, in which our counteracting the ordinary dic- 
tates of natural affection, pity, gratitude, or friendfhip, may, 
in the whole of its confequences, do greater good, and pre- 
vent greater evils, than adhering to them in thofe cafes; nay, 
that adhering to them in thofe extraordinary cafes may fome- 
times occafion greater evils to our country, of to mankind, 
than all the virtues any one mortal can exert will ever repair ; 
all which evils might have been prevented by our receding in 
thofe extroardinary cafes from the ordinary rule, founded on 
thefe narrower lovely affections. In fuch cafes, therefore, 
it is not conceivable, we are told, that any principle in our 
hearts can juftify our facrificing the moft important and exten- 
five interefts of mankind to the fmaller and narrower ; or that 
upon reflection, one could condemn himfelf for a contrary con- 
. duct, in following the moft extenfive affe&tions, which the 
heart muft more approve than any of the narrower, as they are 
aiming at a more important good. To fuppofe fuch a contti- 
tution of foul, the doctor fays, would be as abfurd with a view 
to the public fyftem, as it would be in refpe&t of the private 
fyftem in point of prudence, if one approved himfelf in gra- 
tifying any trifling appetite, fuch as thirft, or itching, when 
this indulgence occafioned certain death, and thus defeated 
-the 
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the grand felfif determination towards our own prefervation: 


« For the further illuftration of this fubject,’ fays he, * let 
us recollect how it is that we difcover the fpecial laws of 
nature. We have no univerfal precepts enunciated by God) 
in words, binding us in all cafes where God does not by’ 
words declare fome exceptions. The laws of nature are 
inferertces we make, by reflecting upon our inward confti~ 
tution} and by reafoning upon human affairs, concerning” 
that conduct which our hearts naturally muft approve, as’ 
tending either to the general good, or to that of individuals’ 
confiftently with it. Thefe inferences we exprefs in general’ 
precepts: they are difcovered to us fometimes immediately, 
fometimes by induction, when we fee what conduét ordi- 
narily tends to good. Now it is impoffible for us to have 
all poffible cafes and circumftances in view, fo that we ¢ould 
difcern that the inference holds in them all. We form: our 

encral rule or precept from what we fee tends to good in 
all ordinary cafes. But fhould we fee, that in fome rarer 
cafes'a different. conduct would, in the whole of its effe&s, 
do greater good than the following the ordinary rule in thefe 
cafes alfo, we then have as good a law of nature, precep- 
tive or permiffive, to recede from the ordinary rule in thofe 
rarer cafes, as we have to follow it in ordinary cafes: 
Thefe exceptions are part of the law, as well as the ge- 
neral rule. 

‘ The two general precepts of piety to God, and promot- 
ing the general good of all, admit of no exceptions; as _ 
prefent to the mind the immediate objects of the highe 
approbation. The fecond of thefe is the foundation or 
ground of all the exceptions from the more fpecial laws. 
We mutt not imagine or fpeak thus, that a great neceffity 
or a public intereft, makes it lawful to fin; or to break certain 
laws of God and nature. Such propolitions contain contra- 
dictions in their terms. We fay, that fuch condué as in or» 
dinary cafes would be vicious, and contrary to law, does, in 
Jome rarer cafes of neceffity, become good and lawful; ot 
that thefe rarer cafes are excepted in the general law. 

‘ There are innumerable cafes, in which, if we only con+ 
fider the immediate effe&t, it were better to recede from the 
common rule; and yet the aliowing a liberty to recede from 
it in all like cafes, would occafion:much more evil by its 
remote effects, than the particular evils in adhering to the 
ordinary rule. ‘Thefe are not the cafes of neceffity here 
intended, For inftance: a man has made an imprudent 
§ bar- 
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bargain, of greater detriment to himfelf than of advanta 

to the other party, and yet the other party inhumanly infifts 
on it. In the immediate effect, it were better he did not 
obferve his contraét. But fuch cafes happen fo often, fo 
many would ufe this plea upon trifling miftakes and inequa- 


‘lities, men would grow fo carelefs in their dealings, trufting 


to this redrefs, and fo many vexatious difputes would arife, 
that all faith in commerce would be deftroyed; not to men- 
tion the inward immediate diflike every man muft have of 
fuch breach of promife, and fuch inconftancy, for every 
trifling intereft. “The performing therefore of what we con- 
tracted, according to the general rule, muft be our duty even 
in thefe inconvenient cafes, when the other party infifts upon 
it; becaufe of the greater remote evils which would enfue 
from violating fuch contracts. 

* Where one afks us improper queftions, where it were bet- 
ter that the truth were concealed from him; if our filence 
would difcover it, and no true evafive anfwer occurs to us; 
did we only regard the immediate effect, it might appear 
eligible to {peak contrary to our fentiments. But the inward 
averfion we feel to falfhood, fhould of itfelf diffuade us 
from it upon fuch occafions; and the diftant effects of al- 
lowing fuch liberty, for every fmaller advantage, or to avoid 
any little inconveniencies, are fo pernicious, that we mutt 
condemn falfhood on fuch occafions ; fince, were it allowed, 
there would be fuch frequent ufe made of it, that there would 
be an univerfal fufpicion of all converfation, and all mutual 
confidence in it be deftroyed. Thefe therefore are not the 
intended cafes of neceflity exempting from the obligation of 
the ordinary rules. 

‘ This plea therefore is then only juft, when the whole 
good effects of receding from the ordinary rule, whether im- 
mediate or more remote, are fo great, and the evils enfuing 
upon our adhering to it in thofe rarer cafes fo pernicious, 
as will in all probability overbalance all the evils to be appre- 
hended from our counteracting the rule in this and fuch like 
rarercafes. Receding from fuch rules for every {maller pre- 
fent advantage, or for avoiding {maller inconveniencies, muft 
be very faulty. Such liberty, generally taken, would be 
highly pernicious, deftroying all honefty and mutual confi» 
dence. But the cafe is otherwife when men claim this li- 
berty, only for.very great public advantages, or for preven- 
tion of fome extraordinary calamities. This liberty allowed 
or afferted only in cafes of the utmoft importance, will not 
be mifapplied to every trifling private inconvenience, except 
© through 
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h fuch unfairnefs and depravity of temper, as would 
—— violate an acknowledged law of nature under fuch 


< temptation, even without any tenet about thefe fingular . 


¢ ri of necefh ° 

pa plain 0 that fome of the ordinary rules are of 
much greater importance than others ; fo that fewer cafes 
can poflibly happen wherein fuperior advantages can accrue 
to mankind from counter-aéting them. The more impor- 
tant any rule is, and the greater the evils are which obedi- 


it, the greater alfo muft be thofe evils to be declined, or 
advantages to be obtained, which can juftify the receding 
from it. Some rules are made fo facred, by the moral feel- 
ings of the heart, and by their continual great importance 
to the public good, that fcarce any cafes can happen, in 
which departing from them can occafion, in the whole, fu- 
perior advantages to mankind ; or, which is the fame thing, 
fome laws of nature admit no exceptions. But other laws 
are only morally univerfal, holding in all ordinary cafes, but 
admitting fome exceptions. ‘To deny all exceptions, upon 
pleas of neceffity, contradiéts the fenfe of mankind. In fome 
laws of lefs importance to the good of men, pleas of ne- 
ceffity are allowed valid by all. As we afcend to more fa- 
cred and important laws, the matter grows more doubtful, 
whether any neceffity can found a juft exception.’ 

The doétor now proceeds to give fome examples for the 
illuftration of what he advances on this fubjeé&t.—A fhip Joaden 
with provifions and ammunition comes into the port of a city 
unjuftly and cruelly befieged, where a maflacre is intended b 
the befiegers ; fuppofe the citizens, almoft perifhing with fa- 
mine, and wanting military ftores, and having neither money 
nor goods which the merchant would take for his grain or 
ammunition, whereas he can get a high value from the be- 
fiegers. Muft the townfmen here regard his property, our 
author afks, and expofe themfelves to perifh with their fami- 
lies, either by famine or a maflacre; nay, perhaps expofe a 
whole nation to the moft cruel flavery? No certainly. They 
may juftly take thefe goods, he thinks, by force, tho’ there be 
the greateft hazard that they fhall not be able to compenfate 
their value; fince, if the city is taken, they are all ruined. 

A fingular neceffity, too, he is of opinion, may fuperfede 
the common rule of veracity. Suppofe a Genghifcan, or any 
fuch eaftern monfter, refolved on the maflacre of a whole city, 
if he finds they have given any protection to his enemy, and 
afking a citizen, in whom he confides, about this faét, whe- 
ther 
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ther his-enemy had ever been fheltered by the citizenis ; and 
that by deceiving the monfter he can preferve the lives of hun- 
dreds of thoufands ; whereas telling him the truth fhall occafion 
the moft horrible flaughter: upon fuch ftrong motives of hu- 
manity, he thinks, and every good man, we prefume, muft 
think, that one’s heart could not reproach him juftly for break- 
ing through the common law of veracity, and conquering 
the natural impulfe towards it. 

He gives another example.—Suppofe a juft prince defeat- 
ed by an inhuman brutal ufurper, and flying with his fa- 
mily, and the braveft men, the only hope of the ftate; and 
that they get into a houfe near the fea, whence they hope 
prefently to make their efcape; and that the ufurper, feeing 
another party flying paft that houfe, afks one whom he takes 
for a friend to his caufe, who yet is fecretly faithful to his 
prince and the liberty of his country, whether the prince be 
fled into that houfe? To hefitate, or be filent, on fuch an 
occafion difcovers the whole truth; but his fpeaking contrary 
to his knowledge may preferve the only remaining hopes of a 
nation: this too, our author thinks, cannot be criminal. 

Some divines have denied all thefe extraordinary rights of 
neceffity upon the following principles. ‘The common rules 
or laws of nature, fay they, fhould always be obferved, what- 
ever evil may enfue; nor can the higheft profpects of advan- 
tage juftify our departing from them in our conduct. Nay, 
fome tell us, that we know not all the remote effects of actions. 
Such as appear to us of good tendency, may, in the whole, 
have pernicious effects ; and thofe may have good effects in 
the whole, which appear to us of the moft hurtful tendency. 
In anfwer to this our author obferves, that if our incapacity of 
judging about the diftant effeéts of aétions fhould preclude all 
pleas of neceffity, it will alfo preclude all our ordinary reafon- 
ings about the tendency of actions, by which we diicover the 
ordinary laws. ‘The truth is, we mutt follow fuch probabi- 
lities as the conftitution of our nature, and our clofe{t atten- 
tion, can fuggeft to us, both in fettling the ordinary rules of 
life, and in determining the exceptions in fome rarer cafes. 
For it is only by our reafonings about the tendencies of actions, 
and thofe fometimes pretty remote, that we arrive at thofe con- 
clufions which we call the ordinary laws of nature. 

In treating of this fubject the doG&or briefly examines a 
vague maxim, by which fome perfons would exclude thefe 
pleas of neceffity: the maxim is, We muf? not do evil that good 
may come of it. * This fentence,’ fays he, ¢ is of no ufe in 
* morals, as it is quite vague and undetermined. Mutt one 
¢ do 
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¢ do nothing for a good purpofe, which would have been evil 
<« without this reference? It is evil to hazard life: withoutia 
< yiew to fome good ; but ‘when it is neceflary for a public 
< intereft, it is very lovely and honourable. It is criminal ‘to 
< expofe a good man to danger for nothing ; but it is jufteven 
« to force him into the greateft dangers for his country. ‘It 
¢ js criminal to occafion’ any pains to innocent perfons, with- 
‘ out a view to fome but for reftoring of health, “we 
« reward chirurgeons for fcarifyings, burnings, and amputa- 
‘tions. But, fay they, /uch actions done for thefe-ends are not 
‘ evil. The maxim only determines, that we muff ‘not do for a 
‘ good end [uch aétions as are evil, even when done for a good end. 
‘ But this propofition is identic and ufelefs, for who will tell 
< us next, what thefe actions, fometimes evil, are, which may 
‘ be done for a'good end? And what actions are fo evil that 
‘ they muft not be done eyen for a good'end? The ‘maxim 
‘ will not anfwer this queftion; and truly it amounts only to 
‘ this trifle, you ought not, for any good end, to do what is evil, ‘or 
© what you ought not to do, even for a good end. 

© The main difficulty is, how far can this plea be extended ? 
It cannot be refufed in ‘many ordinary laws about property, 
and our common labours. Nay, it may found exceptions 
to fome of the general laws of nature, about the preferva- 
‘ tion of ‘life. But what are thefe laws which admit of ‘no 
© fuch exceptions? This is one of the defderata in'morals, 
¢ and muft probably remain fo till our knowlege grows more 
« perfect in fome higher ftate.’ 

The doétor proceeds to lay down fome general remarks to 
prevent ‘abufes on this fubject; but after all that can be fug- 
gefted on this head, we muft have recourfe, as he obferves, ‘to 
the inward feelings of an honeft heart, which muft make fhe 
application of general principles to particular cafes. And thus 
the truly good man, and his fentiments, muft be the laft re- 
fort in intricate cafes. Men truly virtuous will feldom bein 
danger of abufing the pleas of neceffity; and no rules or rigid 
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‘tenets and opinions will bind the unjuft, the covetous, the: 


ambitious, the felfifh, or the bigots in falfe religions. If they 
allow the pleas of neceflity in important cafes, they will mif- 
apply them. If they do not allow them in opinion, they will 
counteract in practice thofe very laws which they deem ftriétly 
univerfal, without any exceptions. 

_ Having confidered, in the fecond book, the rights and du- 
ties founded in nature ‘previous to any adventitious’ ftates: or 
lafting relations, introduced by fome inftitution, contra&, or 
deed of men, our author proceeds, in the third, to treat of do- 
meftic 
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meftic and political relations, and the fpecial rights and dy: 
ties arifing from them. He begins with the firft relation in 
order of nature, which is marriage; lays down the duties of 
hufbands and wives in this ftate ; points out the mifchiefs of 
polygamy ; fhews that the marriage contraét fhould be perpe. 
tual ; and what are the moral impediments of marriage. As 
to near degrees of confanguinity or affinity, which Chriftians, 
and many heathen nations too, have always looked upon as 
moral impediments of marriage, he obferves, that the natural 
reafons commonly alleged, fcarce feem to have force propor. 
tioned to the great infamy, and the notions of impiety, attend. 
ing fuch marriages. 

There is one manifeft and important reafon of prudence, 
however, he tells us, why a wife legiflator fhould prohibit 
fuch marriages ; that were they not reftrained and abhorred, 
the early opportunities would make them exceedingly frequent, 
and by this means the facred bonds of affeétion would be too 
much confined; each family would be a little fyftem by itfelf, de- 
tached from others ; atleatt as to all the ftronger bonds of affec- 
étion. Whereas now, in confequence of the prohibition, and the 
general abhorrence enfuing upon it, or upon any other caufes 
which may probably concur in this matter, multitudes of fa- 
milies are beautifully interwoven with each other in affection 
and intereft, and friendly ties are much further diffufed. 

‘ There may be other reafons,’ fays he, ‘ in nature, not 

¢ known to us, or not yet fully obferved. A mixture of dif- 
ferent families may be neceflary to prevent a degeneracy of 
the human race; as fome pretend, that fuch intermixtures, 
or croffing the ftrain by cattle of a different breed, is necef- 
fary to prevent their degenerating ; if we can decently make 
fuch comparifons.’ 
In the further confideration of this fubje&, he points out the 
juft caufes of divorce, fhews how divorces fhould be made, and 
concludes with a fhort examination of Plato’s fcheme in re- 
gard to marriage; the grand fault of which, he tells us, is 
that it is not adapted to human nature, and to the affec- 
tions which God has implanted in it. He proceeds to confi- 
der the rights and duties of parents and children, of mafters 
and fervants; and then points out the motives to conftitute 
civil government, and fhews what are the effential parts of it. 
After this he takes a view of the feveral forms of polity, 
with their principal advantages or difadvantages: in what he 
fays on this fubject, he fhews a very extenfive knowledge of 
both antient and modern hiftory. 
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He confiders likewife the rights of governors, and fhews 
how far they extend; enumerates the ways in which fupreme 
power is acquired; and examines the nature of civil laws and 
their execution. As pious difpofitions towards God, a firm 

rfuafion of his goodnefs, and of his providence governing 
the world, and adminiftring juftice in a future ftate, by re- 
warding juftice, temperance, and all focial difpofitions, and 
punifhing the contrary, are the fources of the moft fublime 
happinefs, and the ftrongeft incitements to all focial, friendly, 
and heroic offices, the civil power, he tells us, fhould take care 
that the people be well inftructed in thefe points, and have all 
arguments prefented to their underftandings, and all rational 
inducements propofed, which can raife thefe perfuafions, and 
confirm thefe difpofitions. 

As every rational creature, however, has a right to judge 
for itfelf in religious matters ; and as men muft aflent accord- 
ing to the evidence that appears to them, and cannot com- 
mand their own affent in oppofition to it, the magiftrate has 
no right, he obferves, to extort mens fentiments, or to inflict 
penalties upon their not agreeing to the opinions he thinks juft; 
fince fuch penalties are no evidences to convince the judgment, 
and can only produce hypocrify; and are monftrous ufurpa- 
tions on the moft facred rights of all rational beings. He.is 
of opinion likewife, that the magiftrate can have no right to 
punifh any for publifhing their fentiments, how falfe foever he 
may think them, if they are not hurtful to fociety. As to di- 
reét atheifm, or the denial of a moral providence, or of the obli- 

tions of the moral or focial virtues; thefe indeed diredtly 
tend to hurt the ftate in its moft important interefts: and 
the perfons who publifh fuch teneis cannot well pretend 
any obligation in confcience to do fo. ‘The magiftrate may 
therefore, he thinks, juftly reftrain them by force; as he might 
any deluded fool or enthufiaft, who pretended confcience in 
invading the rights or properties of others; fince he has an 
undoubted right to defend the ftate and its members againft 
whatever hurts them, let the pretences of the authors be what 
they will; and thus has a right to reftrain fuch as would by 
any fophiftry corrupt the weak into fentiments inconfiftent 
with their duty to their fellows, or fuch as are deftructive of 
the public happinefs, by taking away the moft powerful incite- 
ments to all good offices, and reftraints from injury. But-as 
there is little danger that fuch tenets will ever prevail in a ci- 
vilized nation, where knowlege and arts are encouraged; and 
as punifhments inflicted by pyblic authority, befides. moving 
the compaffion of men, fometimes give an air of importance 
to 
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to the filly ravings. of an empty fool, and raife in the wea 
dome fufpicions of :fuch ftrong reafons on that fide, 2s no reafon 
wn the other cananfwer: fome, our author tells us, haye 
looked. upon it as.a piece of prudence in maziftrates, where 
there.is:no manifeft danger of the f{preading of fuch opinions, 
-to let them alone to the common fenfe of mankind.to be con. 
‘futed and defpifed: giving no truft to fuch men as renounce 
all bonds of confcience, .but only punifhing when the prin- 
-ciples are difcovered by wicked actions. And indeed this a 

arsito be the ,moft prudent and reafonable conduct the ma- 
-giftrate can obferve in fuch circumftances, as the odium of 
spunifhment is hereby avoided, and no bad confequences to be 
-apprehended from forbearing to. punifh. 

In regard to various forms of external worfhip, and the 
different {chemes of religion, which yet retainsthe grand mo- 
ral principles of duty towards God and our fellow-creatures, 
as there is no hope that ever mankind, with their {trangely 
different degrees of fagacity, and different. opportunities and 
prejudices of education, will agree about them ; perfecution on 
thefe. accounts, he thinks, is not only the moft horrid ini- 
quity and cruelty, but the greateft folly, as it may often de- 
prive a country of its moft ufeful hands, upon which. its 
wealth and ftrength depend. 

’ ‘He goes on to fhew what virtues are neceflary in a ftate, 
and what are the propereft methods of promoting them: he 
confiders likewife the fanéctions of Jaws, and what taxes or.tri- 
butes are moft eligible, and then enquires briefly into the laws 
of peace.and war; but to enlarge any further would carry us 
beyond the bounds we mutt affign to this article. We {thal 
conclude, therefore, with laying before our readers thofe perti- 
nent and judicious reflections with which he clofes his work, 
© From thefe general principles of the public law of na- 
€ tions,’ fays he, * as from thofe of the private law, refpe@- 
* ing individuals, we muft difcern the wonderful footfteps of 
* © divine wifdom in the conftitution of our fpecies. Since it is 
© by following the very principles of our nature, the affections 
* and feelings of our hearts, in that regular fubordinacion of 
© the more limited to the more extenfive, which our inward 
* moral fentiments recommend, and by the delightful exer- 
* cifeof the powers of reafon, which we are natura'ly prone 
©.to, that we obtain and fecure to ourfelves and others both 
* the nobleft internal enjoyments, and the greateft external 
* advantages and pleafures, which the unftable coniition of 
* terreftrial affairs will admit. 
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"'& But that we may not deceive ourfelves' with falfe hopes, 
&t imagining a more ftable external happinefs to be attainable 
é by individuals or ftates than nature will allow, and thus dife 
& place our fouls from the only folid foundation of reft, trans 
¢ quillity, and.joy, in the {table perfuafion of a Foor. provi- 
« dence, governing all well, and fecuring true happinefs to 
« every w rthy fouls in refignation and truft in it, ‘and in the 
¢ confcioufnefs of our own conforinity of difpofitions to this 
< fupreme excellence; it muft be of confequence to attend 
© well to the tranfitory, chatigeable, and perifhing nature of 
© every thing external. } 
‘ States themfelves have within them the feeds of death and 
¢ deftruétion; what in the temerity, imprudence, or fuperfti+ 
© tion of the firft contrivers; what in the fealfith, ambitious, of 
¢ other meaner paffions of the governors, and their fubjeéts, 
¢ jarting with each other and among themfelves ; what in the 
* oppofitiohs of thofe feeming intereits which fuch paffions pur 
¢ fue; what in the weaknefs and inconftancy of human vir 
‘ tues; and in the pronenefs of men to luxury and prefertt 
pleafures, without attention to the confequences. Thefe 
feeds, along with external force; and jarring national inte+ 
tefts, have always occafioned the diflolutién and death of 
every body pulitic, and will occafion it as certainly as-the 
internal weaknefs of the animal body, and external caufes, 
will at laft bring it to its fatal period. Good men, indeed, 
ftudy, by all the art they are mafters of, to ward off and 
© delay thefe cataftrophes, as long as they canj from their 
© friends or their country; fuch kind offices are the moft ho- 
nourable and delightful employments they can have while 
they live. But he muft little think of the order of nature, 
¢ who fees not that all our efforts will be defeated at iaft, whe 
© ther for the prefervaticn of individuals, or of the body 
© politic. 


© Nineveh, Babylon, Ctefiphon, Perfepolis, thé Egyptian 
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© Thebes, Carthage, once the feats of grand unwieldy em- 


* pires, are now but obfcure antiquated names: Athens, Spar 
© ta, Crete, Syracufe, the feats of ingenious arts and policy, 
© are now the almoft defolate feats of barbarians. Here we 
* have no continuing cities. Compare the fhort periods of 
© their fubfiftence with the immenfe tide of duration, whieh 


¢ pafled before they were known, or with that other boundlefs: 


* infinitude to enfue after they are ae and peas and 
ll appear tranktory, and 
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© Confider all external things and enjoyments. We are 
€ fpirits, carrying about with us frail, decaying: putrifying 
“ carcaffes; that as yefterday were embryos, and fhall in a few 
days be earth and bones. Our fenfual pleafures are mean, 
‘ paffing in a moment, and often fhameful. Our grandeur 
¢ and wealth are impofture, played upon ourfelves and others; 
© anoftentation of happinefs and fecurity, while we have ng 
* other avenues to pleafure than the vulgar, and remain ex. 
¢ pofed along with them to all the fame great calamities of life; 
© to the ficknefles and death of fuch as are deareft to us, and 
© their worfe corruptions by ignorance, ingratitude, and other 
t mean difpofitions of foul; to all the fame pain and weak- 
© nefs both of body and mind; and, fooner or later, to that 
¢ uncertain period, which may furprize us every moment, 
© when we muft quit all] our earthly poffleffions, return into 
‘ 
s 
& 
« 
‘ 
‘ 
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nw 


that filence we were in before we exifted, and our places 
fhail know us no more. If we are remembered for a few 
years, it is but in alittle corner of the world; to the reft of 
it we are as nothing: and, in a few more, both we and 
thofe who remembered us fhall be forgotten for ever. Grant 
we were always remembered; what is that to us who 
know it not? 

© Nimrod, Ninus, Cyrus, Alexander, Cafar, Charlemain, 
Gengifcan, what fenfe of fuffering have they now, when 
many repute them odious monfters, the fcourges, the plagues 
of mankind? What joy have they in being called by others 
heroes and demi-gods? ‘Thefe moft obvious and certain re- 
flections, frequently recalled, muft abate thofe keen paffions 
about worldly interefts, which fpur on the ambitious to all 
oppreffions, and raife thofe wretched contentions which 
difturb, and at laft deftroy, the beft human polities. 

© They muft have an effect yet better on an attentive mind. 
An omnipotent and good God governs the world. By the 
whole ftracture of our nature we feel his approbation of 
virtue, his engagement on its fide. He has at the fame time 
formed our fpecies capable of thofe obvious reflections and 
extenfive views into infinitude, which fhew the meannefs, 
the vanity, the emptinefs of all worldly enjoyments ; he has 
implanted in our hearts natural defires, nay, ardent affections, 
towards a more noble and lafting happinefs, both for our- 
felves and our fellows, and that in the moft extenfive fyftem; 
and recommended thefe affections to us, and all beneficent 
© actions flowing from them, as our greateft dignity and per- 
© fection, while yet this world cannot gratify thefe defires. 
“Our advancing in this, perfection which he morte 
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«© makes a future everlafting ftate after death appear as a part 
< in his adminiftration neceflary to make our hearts approve 
¢ it; and neceflary too to all generous folid joy of a rational 
€ creature, who has natural affections towards its kind. His 
© providence has fo ordered, that this hope, this defire is not 
« peculiar to the wife, the learned, the civilized ; but has ever 
« been diffufed among all mankind. Need we then diftruft 
© that omnipotent and bountiful hand,which fatisfies the defires 
¢ of every thing that liveth? No: let us truft in him, and be 
doing good after his example: and as we fee that all ftates 
and cities upon earth are unftable, tottering, and prefently 
to fall into ruins, LET US LOOK FOR ONE THAT HATH A 
SOLID FOUNDATION, ETERNAL, IN THE HEAVENS} 
WHOSE BUILDER AND MAKER Is Gob.’ R 
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Art. XIX. A Scripture Account of Sacrifices. Shewing, that 
the true notion of them, thofe efpecially of the expiatory kind, is 
generally greatly mifapprehended, to the prejudice of the Chrif- 
tian dogtrine of mens redemption through the facrifice of Chrift. 
Whereas it is here fhewn, that the atonement rifes from the 
very notion of facrifice, rightly flated, both on fcripture evi- 
dence, and on principles of nature and reajon. By a Clergy 


man of the diocefe of London. 8vo.-5s. Bathurit. 


HE author of this piece is of opinion, that the doétrine 
of the facrifice and fatisfa€tion of Chri/?, according to 


the ufual explication of it, is not defenfible upon principles 


of reafon, and is placed (to ufe his own words) upon a wrong 
bottom. This proceeds, we are told, from a mifapprehenfion 
of the true nature of facrifices, which, accordingly, he endea- 
vours to clear up; and the account he gives of the matter, he 
imagines, will remove all difficulties, and probably refcue the 
doctrine of man’s redemption through the facrifice of Chri/, 
from the cavils of infidels. Whether his expectations in this 
refpect are likely to be anfwered or not, we may conjecture, 
but fhall not take upon us to pronounce. 

He divides his work into four parts ; in the firft of which he 
endeavours to prove the reality and neceffity of the propitia- 
tion made by Chri/?, as the foundation of his enquiry. In the 
fecond he confiders the nature of facrifices; endeavouring to 
fhew, firft, that they were only offerings, or facred gifts, of 
things received firft from God, and prefented back to him for 


an external expreffien of gratitude, acknowlegement, faith, 
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and every pious fentiment; fecondly, that their fuccefs depend. 
ed wholly on the fuitablenefs of the minifter, or prieft ; third. 
ly, that where facrifice was offered for others, the minifter, os 
pricit, acted the part of a mediator, or patron, with God, on 
their behalf; and, fourthly, that this fuppofed fome conjunétion 
of nature or affections between them. : 

In the third part he proceeds to apply what was laid down 
in the fecond to the facrifice and mediation of Chri/?; and here 
he obferves, that the facrifice of Chri is the antitype of the 
former facrifices, which implics its ftanding upon its own 
ground, independently of all foregoing figures and types. He 
tells us further, that we muft undoubtedly affign to the divine 
wifdom a fcheme founded, in the nature of things, indepen- 
dently of all religious rites or types going before; for God, he 
fays, in forming his fcheme, had no regard to the types; but, 
in ordaining the latter, had the former in view, ta which the 
types were to be minifterial: fo that thefe muft needs be the 
copy, not the model, whatever they are in pomt of trme. 

« | think it more agreeable to nature and reafon,’ fays he, 
frft to ftate the nature of the antitype and model, as firft in 
God’s view ; and when we come to compare facrifices, and 
the language about them, with the fuppofed divine fcheme, 
it will be found, that the firft are very agreeable, and the 
latter very applicable, to the fame: and if there had never 
been any {acrifice offered before that of Chri/?, the fame lan- 
guage in the main might have been very properly devifed to 
illuftrate the part Chri/P bore in this fcheme, together with 
the effects of his death ; fo that the facrificial expreffions are, 
by all means, to be retained, as fhewing befides the con- 
nection between the legal and Chri/lian ceconomies.’ 

Chrifi, we are told by this author, did not offer his facri- 
fice immediately for others, after the manner of the Levitical 
prictts, but for bim/elf, that is, not to render others directly, 
and without any other medium, acceptable; but to render 
bimfelf the more acceptable, and thereby his defires and inter- 
ceffion for men, his kindred and race, the more effe€tual. He 


_talks of God’s vindictive juftice, and tells us, that Chri/i’s fa- 


crifice contained (thefe are his own words) a natural induce- 
ment with God to be reconciled to his finful creatures. He 
tells us befides, that neither revelation itfelf, nor human pre- 
cedents and practices, intimate to us any poffible method for 
reconciling ourfelves with either God or man, after we have 
grievoufly offended, and, in vain, tried every other means in 
our power, but that of the intereft, mediation, or intercefiion 
of fome perfon more agreeable than ourfelves. 
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“The fon of God, he fays, was, perfectly well qualified, and 
every way’ fuficient, for the office of a mediator between God 
and men, abftracted from the confideraticn of his death; tho’ 
certain circumftances, it is faid, concurred to call for this laf 
condefcenfion alfo, and render it neceflary in the purfuit of his 
kind views towards mankind, He does not confider the death 
of Chrif? as a vicarious punifhment of fin, by way of fatisfac- 
tion to law and juftice, but looks upon his facrifice as a gift 
offered up to God, by way of rendering his perfon perfectly 
acceptable, and his interceffion in behalf of men perfectly 
effectual. So that according to him, Chri/?’s mediation and 
intercefion is the immediate ground of mankind’s reftoration 
to the divine favour, and of all our mercies and bleffings, hew- 
foever conveyed to us. 

« The very end of his coming into the world,’ fays he, ‘ of 
¢ his afluming the human nature, and of all his condefcenfions 
* and felf-denials, was to fit himfelf for being a proper medi- 
« ator of men with God, by rendering himfelf the holieft and 
¢ worthieft human perfon in all poffible refpects, _refpectively 
© to whofe relatian to him, and his natural affection and con- 
¢ cern for them, God would receive them into mercy,’ 

But it is not our purpofe to give a full and particular ac- 
count of this author’s work, which would, indeed, require 
more time than we think neceflary to beftow upon it; what 
we have already faid will, perhaps,, fatisfy the bulk of our 
readers. If there are any who defire further fatisfaction, 
they muft have recourfe to the author himfelf; who, tho’ he 


-gives a different account of the matter he treats of, from what 


the generality of writers do, is far, we apprehend, from hav- 
ing removed ali difficulties relating to it, as he himfelf feems to 
imagine.—In the fourth part of his performance he examines 
Mr. Taylor’s {cheme of Chri/?’s atonement; and, in an appen- 
dix, Outram’s treatife on facrifices, R 





Art. XX. An Intreduftion to Univerfal Hifiory. Tranflated 


Jrom the Latin of Baron Holberg. /Vith notes, hiftorical, 
chronological, and critical. By Gregory Sharpe, L. LZ. D. 
Fellow of the royal fociety, and of the faciety of antiguarians. 
8vo. 4s. Linde, 
F the feveral introductions to. univerfal hiftory that we 
have looked into, not one, in our opinion, is to be 
com pared to this, either in regard to the general choice of 
, N 3 topics, 
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topics, the clearnefs of method, or faithfulnefs of narration, 
It includes all hiftory, from the creation to the prefent time, 
and unfolds the origin, declenfion, revolutions, and deftruc- 
tion of em ires, kingdoms, and ftates, in an eafy and perfpi- 
Cuous manner. 

A brief account is delivered of the rife and progrefs iof al- 
moft every empire, kingdom, or republic in the world; fhew- 
ing how they arofe from the ruins of one another. The work 
is introduced with an abridgment of antient facred hiftory, 
from the creation of the world, to the deftruétion of “feru/alem; 
after which the author proceeds to the hiftory of the four mo- 
narchies; and then treats particularly of the kingdoms that 
ftarted up out of their ruins, by which means the whole work 
is wrought up together like the hiftory of one nation. To 
affift the memory of young perfons, for whom the performance 
is principally intended, he ufes the method of queftion and an- 
{wer, divides hiftory into certain periods, and at the clofe of 
every period gives a fketch of the political, ecclefiaftical, and 
literary ftate of thing’; that facred and prophane, political and 
literary matters might not be confounded with one another, 
There is likewife a fhort abftra& given of the lives of thofe 
perfons who were eminent for their learning or their virtue. 

In regard to chronology, the work is defcGtive; but this 
defect is fupplied by the learned tranflator’s notes, which dif- 
cover great knowledge of antient and modern hifto:y, and 
are equally ufeful and pertinent. The fyftem of chronology 
which Dr. Sharpe adopts is that of the great Sir J/acc Newton, 
whofe authority in this branch of knowlege having been dif- 
puted, the AsBor, in his preface, gives his reafons for fol- 
lowing it. 

He confiders Sir J/aac’s fyftem as the beft, becaufe founded 
not upon large conjectural numbers, but upon aftronomical 
obfervations, the genealogies of families, and the mean ratio 
of mens lives, as they fucceed by generations, or in fuccef- 
fion to one another by eldeft fons, or otherwife. Nor was Sir 
Jaac, we are told, the firft who reafoned concerning chro- 
nology from genealogies. Olaus Rudbeckius, in his Manheim, 
or Atlantica, has made feveral obfervations, it is faid, which 
ferve to confirm Sir J/aac’s fyftem ; for which reafon, and be- 
caufe the book is very fcarce, the do¢tor tranflates and inferts 
them. As they are very fhort, we fhall lay them before our 
_ yeaders, 

‘ Be events,’ fays Rudbeck, © never fo antient or memorable 
* relating to kings or heroes, in this or that writer, they will 

* find little credit, untefS there be alfo recorded tranfaGtions 
with 
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« with other nations; fuch as marriages, treaties, alliances, 
< wars; or fome other matters in common, that by. comparing 
< events, fome dates may be thereby difcovered and afcertained, 
« —Jf we can bring facts from other hiftorians to the Bible, 
é they mutually fupport each other.—Antient writers not only 
« neglected the years of each relghs but epochs. And there- 
‘ fore fubfequent authors affigne alengh-s fuch dates as they 
¢ thought proper to the lives and reigns of kings. And then 
‘ another evil arofe, for they often affigned to feveral bro- 
< thers too great a number of years, as if they had been in 
¢ fucceffion to one another, and fo gave whole ages to one 
¢ generation of men. Some alfo have eonfidered tributary 
‘ kings, tho’ living under fubjection to one fovereign at one 
‘ time, as if they had been in a long train of fucceffion to one 


. © another; and have affigned them their times in proportion 


¢ to their number, making the age of the world fome thou- 
© fand years older than the truth. Some, to correct the errors 
¢ of other chronologers, have, in Egyptian hiftory, taken kings 
‘ from one dynafty, and added them to another.—But I, foli- 
$ citous to difcover the true way, have determined firft to enu- 
* merate the genealogies or families of certain kings and heroes, 
‘ particularly thofe to whofe lives and reigns no chronological 
© calculations have been as yet adapted: for fuch I think muft 


© needs be moft free from corruptions, as having never been 


¢ practifed upon by others to eftablifh a foundation for con- 
© jectural shronclogy ; and then to confider the conne¢tions 
© that kings of different nations muft have with each other, 
‘ by intermarriages, wars, and treaties.’ 
¢ But then,’ (fays Dr. Sharpe) « nor Rudbeck, nor any other 
author before Sir J/aac Newton, ever made the neceflaty 
diftinction between generations and reigns, or fucceffions, ‘or 
‘ ever affigned the proper numbers, on a médium, for the na- 
© tural duration of each of them: and as thefe numbers*are 
* taken from the general courfe of nature, his Chronology may 
© be faid to ftand upon as firm a bafis as his Principia.’ —' 
After offering thefe reafons for adhering to Sir Z/aac’s fyf- 
tem of chronology, the.doétor concludes his preface with ob- 
ferving, for the fake of thofe who are ftrangers to the charaéter 


an 


_ Of Baron Holberg, author of this introduction to univerial 


hiftory, that he was a learned and ingenious man; a Dane by 
birth; the author of many works, in profe and verfe, byt‘al- 
moft all of them in the Danifh language ; that he wrote twenty 
five plays; a metamorphofis, the reverfe of Ovid’s, relating 
the changes of flowers, trees, and animals, into men; that’he 
was the author of feveral fatyrs in verfe ; -of the entertaining 
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voyage under ground, of Klimius, in Latin called Iter Subter- 
rqneum; of fome epigrams; of his own life; of an excellent 
ecclefiaftical -hiftory ; another of the Danes, and one of the 
ews; with feveral moral, hiftorical, and other pieces; and 
hat he was always infirm and ftudious, had travelled much, 
and loved and imitated the manners of the Engli/h. 
We fhall clofe our account of this performance with ob- 
ferving, that it is not only an excellent introduction to uni- 
verfal hiftory, and confequently fit to be put into the’ hands 
of young perfons ; but that the notes added to it by Dr. Sharpe 
render it worthy the perufal of thofe whofe advanced know: 
ledge and maturer judgments have left the rudiments of hiftory 
far behind them, _ R 
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Art. XXI. An Argument in Defence of Chriftianity, taken 
from the conceffions of the mof? antient adverjaries, ‘fews and 
Pagans, Philofophers and Hiftorians. In which is foewn the 
different flate of infidelity in thofe early times, from what it 
now is. To which is added, An Ap:logy for fome of the firft 
Chriftian fathers, with fome remarks upon the genuinene/s o 
the four gojpels. By Gregory Sharpe, L. L. es of 
the royal fociety, and of the faciety of antiquarians. 80. 38. 
6d. Millan, , . ) 


Tine work our Jearned author purfues one entire and dif- 
tinct argument for the truth of the Chri//ian religion; and 
fuch an argument as removes the controverly out of the hands 
ef ignorant and unlearned infidels, and confines it’ to thofe 
enly who are capable of enquiring into what was done in Pa- 
Heftine and Rome, more than fevetiteen hundred years ago. ’ He 
. ftates the difference between the ‘infidelity of the antients-and 
the mocerns, and fhews that the latter have, without any au- 
thority, denied what the former, from the great notoriety of 
the fais, were forced to admit; and this, he thinks, affords a 
fufficicnt anfwer tothe moderns, by oppofing to them the con- 
ceffions of their predeceflors in‘infidelity, who were rather bet- 
ter judges of what was fact in or near their own times.’ His 
enquiry being into facts, he brings his evidences along with 
him, and lets them {peak for themfelves in their own language. 
he wark confiits of two pieces, the firft of which 1s a dif- 
eourfe from thefe words, és li: 22. ‘Fe/us of Nazareth, a man 
approved of God among you, by miracles, and wonders, and figns, 
which God did by him in the midjt of you, as ye yourfels alfo 
) ~ ANTW, 
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know. This difcourfe he introduces with fome general but 
uft reflections upon the evidences of Chriftianity, and the con= 
duct of modern unbelievers ; after which he proceeds to fhew, 
that many of the facts upon which Chri/tianity is founded, are 
acknowleged by its enemies. He obferves that the Zews, the 
firft and moft inveterate enemies of Chri/t, often fpeak of him 
in the antient writings of their rabbi’s, as lifted up or crucified ; 
call him Fe/us of Nazareth, the fon of Mary; confefs that his 
difciples had the power of working miracles, and the gift of 
healing, in the name of their matter; and acknowlege over 
and over again our Lord’s poe of healing Jeprous perfons, 
and of raifing from the dead. From all this he infer, that fo 
many gofpel-facts would never have been admitted by the early 
Fews, if the gofpel hiftory had not been true; finee they, of 
all adverfaries, would not have borne their teftimony to the 
miraculous powers of Chri/t and his apoftles, if they could have 
been denied. And what ever they may have faid on the other 
fide, againft our Saviour or his mother, by miftaking Mary 
Magdalene for the mother of ‘fefus, and by charging her fon 
with the exercife of magic, and with other calumnies, is eafily 
removed, we aretold, by confidering the moral and religious 
character of our Lord, which is far greater than ever was re- 
_prefented in any other perfon in the world. 
If we enquire of the Greeks and Romans, after what was 
) done in Paleftine, we fhall find, the doétor tells us, much in 
favour of our-religion, related by the Chri/tian fathers; accord- 
ing to whofe reports, Tiberius, informed by Pilate of the refut- 
rection of our Lord, moved the fenate for his reception into 
their Pantheon, or enrollment amongft their gods; Ve/pafian 
and Titus dreaded his power and influence; Adrian purpoféd 
divine honours to him, and forbad the worfhipping of idols ; 


> 
Severus and Antoninus Pius erected ftatues to him, and wor- 


fhipped him. 

‘ We have therefore,’ fays our author, ‘all the evidence 
from facts that can reafonably be expected; for we have the 
teftimony of fome of the earlieft and moft inveterate enemics 
to the Chri/tian caufe, for the miraculous powers of its atl- 
thor, and his immediate followers; and the acknowleze- | 
ment at Jeaft of other adverfaries, which is moft unexcepticn- 
able evidence; and, when added to the other authorities from 
hiftory, of prophecy fulfilled, and the harmony, and many 
internal exceliencies, of the feriptures of the New ‘Tefta- 
ment, will render it much more eafy to account for the fuc- 


cefs of Chriftianity at firft, than for the oppofitions that have 
fince been naade to it, 
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¢ Whilft the political, as well as religious ufe of fatrifices 
and oracles, prevailed in the world; whilft the fuperb ang 
magnificent parade of pagan ceremonies fubfifted; fo long ag 
the multitudes of the hofts of heaven, inftead of the God of 
hofts, were worfhipped; all the oppofition that a vain, fu, 
perftitious, and idolatrous world could raife againft the gof. 

l, and the profeffors of it, was to be expected 3 but now, 
hace Chriftianity has, every where, diffufed its light and in. 
fluence, and paganifm is no more, there can be no reafon to 
oppofe it. 

‘ The peculiar and diftinguifhing doétrines of Chriftianity 
cannot, furely, whatever is pretended, give offence to any 
man. ‘That we are to forgive, and be forgiven ; that anger, 
and every rude and tumultuous paffion, is to be fubdued; 
that men are to refpeét God as their father, and one another 
as brethren, and to bring forth the fruits of that love, which 
is the end of the commandment, out of a pure heart, a good 
confcience, and faith unfeigned: and that their defective, 
but fincere and diligent obedience, will be accepted of by 
him, according to the act of grace our Saviour, the Meffiah, 
hath publifhed in behalf of poor degenerate men: thefe, with 
a difcovery of the character and offices of Chri/?, and all the 
illuftrations of the future world, can never be reafons to men 
of fenfe and goodnefs, againft the Chriftian religion ; but, 
on the contrary, muft ever ftand as fo many undeniable con- 
firmations of its divinity. 

* As, therefore, both the doétrines and the miracles reci- 
procally authorife and illuftrate each other, we may fafely 
defy both the wit and the malice of its moft determined ad- 
verfaries, to deftroy or undermine it. Being of God, it mutt 
ftand, and the gates of hell can never prevail againft it. But 
then let us never forget, that our faith is to be approved by 
our works; that a holy religion calls for a holy life ; and 
that we can never confute gainfayers fo effectually, as by 
difcharging the duties we recommend ; that is, by letting our 
light fo fhine before men, as that they, feeing our good 
works, may glorify our father which is in heaven.’ 

This is a fhort view of the doctor’s fermon; we proceed 
now to his apology ; towards the beginning of which he ob- 
ferves, that the fathers have fallen from one extreme to the 
other; that from having been almoft gods, they are become 
lower than the children of men. The great reverence the 
Chriftian world once had. for them, may have proceeded, he 
thinks, from the excellence of their characters, and a frequent 
_ reading their produCtions; fince it is hard to read them, we - 
Cold, 
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Defence of Chriftianity. 187 
told, and not to be pesudiond in their favour. That this 
efteem is now gone, the oétor imagines, may be owing to a 
neglect of their writings; and he feems to intimate, that thofe 
who have been moft free in their cenfures of them, have been 
leaft converfant in their writings. 

< Men who knew nothing moreof them,’ fays he, ‘ than that 
‘ they were Chriftians, ftrangers to their very names, as well as 

to theit real characters and writings, have been moft ready to 
purfue and join the cry agajnft them, as if they had been the 
very worft, or the very weakeft of men. But for the foke of 
juftice and honour, let us not condemn men without know- 
ing what can be faid for them; nor, for the fake of common 
fenfe, as well as common megs condemn them without 
knowing what they have done. From fuch voluminous wri- 
tings, many ftrange things may, and have been produced, 
but this is not peculiar to the Chri/tian tathers; and if men 
or books are to be judged of only from their faults, who 
fhall be faved? It would be thought very partial, and very 
unjuft, to glean from Diodorus, Heredotus, Livy, Phny, 
Plutarch, and other good and antient pagan writers, the 
rubbiih of all forts that may be found in their writings, by a 
man who has the dirty difpofition to look after fuch filth, and 
impofe his medley of iaults upon the world for a fpecimen 
of the veracity and approved abilities of thofe authors. But 
this has been done over and cver again with the fathers; fo 
that their Jateft enemies are not entitled fo much as to the 
merit of diicoverers; nor have they added much to the old 
heap, tho’ they have much to clamour and abufe,— 

‘ It is of great confequence to every Chri/tian, to know the 
‘ rife and progrefs of his religion, which have always been 
‘ confidered as one good argument, at leaft, in fupport of it. 
© Nor is it lefs necetiary to be acquainted with the hiftory of 
‘ theological opinicns, that we may diftinguifh between aa- 
¢ tient and modern theology; between the doétrines of the 
‘ firtt ages, and thofe which are faid to have been always re- 
‘ ceived in the Chriftzanm church, tho’ they are no where to be 
‘ found, for fome centuries at jeaft, after the apoftolic times. 
‘ 
. 
© 
‘“ 
‘ 
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Not thai the opinions of the earlieft writers after the Chrif- 
tran’s Bible, which is the only religion of proteftants, was 
completed, are infallibly to be received as of equal authority 
with fcripture, or of any authority without the concurrence 
of revelation or reafon, or the evidence of faéts; for fome 
of them, particularly Tertullian and Origen, are fuppofed to 

* have fallea into great esrors; and none of them, who had 
‘ been 
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© been brought up in the pagan {chools before, laid afide the 
€ opinions, any more than the drefs, of philofophers. 

* Not only as Chriftians, but as {cholars, as curious in an. 
tiquities, or delighted with hiftory, we fhould fhew fome re- 
gard to thefe antient writings, which contain many things 
relating, not only to the hiftories of men, but the knowlege 
of antient rites and laws, and cuftoms, demonology, and 
philofophy. | And when we confider the excellence, and ele- 
gance, and ulefulnefs of the Greek language, we muft own, 
that it is greatly beholden to the labours of fuch Chriftian 
men as Suidas, Photius, Clemens Alexandrinus, and others, 
who have preferved many fine paflages from anttent authors, 
and much of antient hiftory, which, but for them, had been 
entirely Joft, And perhaps the knowlege and ufe of that 
language would not have been fo extenfive as it has been 
among thé moderns, if the Chri/tian fathers had never been 
in higher repute than at prefent. Whenever it fhall be 
thought necéflary to read the Greek fathers, the Grees lan. 
guage mutt be cultivated; and if the learned Madam Dacier 
was not ‘miftaken in her affertion, that true tafte is infpired 
by the Jéad, our manners will improve with our learning ; 
and therefore both decline, if, inftead of being obliged to 
read Greek, men fhall be reproached for reading Chry/o/tom, 
or Clemens. But if the Gree# fathers are neglected, they who 
have written in the Roman tongue may be better received, 
as that language is more generally underftood ; and it cannot 
be denied that there is a noble fpirit and force in Tertullian, 
much learning in ‘ferom and Au/fin, and great elegance in 
¢ Laantius.’ 

After thus pleading the caufe of the Chri/tian fathers in ge- 
neral, the doctor proceeds tu enquire into the real characters 
of a few of the firft of them; to fhew the opportunities they 
had of knowing what they relate, and, from their characters, 
the credit that is due to their relations. In order to this, he 
thinks it fufficient to fhew when and where they lived; how 
they died; that they were martyrs, and facrificed their lives in 
attteftation of thé truth of what they profefled to have received 
‘from the difciples of Fe/us. Accordingly he gives us a fhort 
account of Clemens Romanus, Ignatius, Polycarp, Trenaeus, and 
“Fuftin the martyr, with a few quotations from their writings ; 
"and then goes on to enquire briefly into the manners of the 
hirft Chriftians, that it may appear whether they deferved the 
cruelties inflicted on them; whether they di/graced or honout- 
ed the Chriftian profeffion; and whether they were not -the-bé{t 
fubjects, as well as the beft of good men, and eere 
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he is determined to purfue and finith. 
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their calumniators and tormentors the very worft of men. He 
concludes with fome general remarks upon the genuinenefs of 


the four gofpels. R 





Art. XXII. The Student and Paftor; or, Direétions how to 
attain to Eminence and Ufefulne/s in %< re[pective Characters. 
By John Mafon, MZ. 4. 12mo. 2s. Noon, Buckland, &c. 


HIS piece, we are told in the preface to it, was origi- 
T nally drawn up for the beneht of a young gentleman, 
who was a candidate for the miniftry. It contains a variety of 
ufeful directions for fuch as are either candidates for the facred 


office, or have already entered upon it. As there are but few 


of our readers who can be fuppofed particularly interefted in a 
work of this nature, we fhall only give a general view of it. 

Our author introduces it with obferving, that thofe who de- 
vote themfelves tothe work of the miniftry, fhould be conti- 
nually intent on two things, viz. The improvement of their 
own minds, and the minds of others, in the moft imporiant 
and ufeful knowledge. The bufinefs of a ftudent is, he fays, 
to employ himfelf in fuch a manner, as to be continually mak~- 
ing fome valuable acceffions to his intellectual furniture; to 
which, five things are neceflary: a proper diftribution and 
management of his time; aright method of reading to advan- 
tage; the order and regulation of his ftudies; the proper way 
of collecting and preferving ufeful fentiments from books and 
converfation; and the improvement of his thoughts when 
alone. 

In regard to the right diftribution and management of time, 
he obferves, in general, that a ftudent fhould be as frugal of his 
time as a miler is of his money; fhould fave it with as much 
care, and fpend it with as much caution. He advifes him ne- 
ver to allow himfelf above fix hours fleep at moft; to employ 
his moft precious time, (wiz. that. wherein the thoughts are 
moft compofed and free) in the moft ferious and important ftu- 
dies ; to give the morning to compofition, or the reading fome 
valuable author of antiquity, with whom it is worth while to 
be well acquainted; to let the afternoon fuffice for hiftory, 
chronology, policics, news, travels, geography, and the com- 
mon run of pamphlets; to amufe himéelf in a dull hour with 
books of entertainment ; and to enter upon nothing but what 
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As to the fecond thing neceflary, he advifes a ftudent not 

to read indifcriminately, or indulge a curiofity of perufing 
every new book that comes out; to lay afide the fruitlefs in: 
clination of reading a trifling author quite through, in hopes 
of finding fomething better at the end; to obferve an author’s 
chara¢teriftical beauties ; to fufpeét his own tafte and judg. 
ment, if he does not relifh an author of eftablifhed reputation; 
before he fits down to a book, to tafte it, z. ¢. to examine the 
title-page, preface, contents, and index, then to turn to the 
place where fome important article is difcufled, to obferve the 
writer’s diction, argument, method, and manner of treating it; 
and if, after two or three fuch trials, he is found to be obfcure, 
confufed, pedantic, fhallow, or trifling, to lay him afide as 
not worth reading. 
» With refped to the third — neceflary, his dire€tions to the 
theological ftudent are thefe following; to be critically expert 
in the original fcriptures of the Bible; to read a chapter in 
Hebrew, and another in Greek, every day; to obferve parti- 
cularly the different fenfes in which the fame original word is 
ufed by the fame author; to make the fcripture the fource, 
ftandard, and rule of all his theological opinions; to make 
himfelf mafter of fome fhort, well-chofen fyftem of divinity, 
for the fake of method and memory; to beware of being fway- 
ed by the credit of any human names in matters of divine faith 5 
to diveft himfelf as much as poffible of all prepoffeffion in fa- 
vour of, or prejudice againft, any particular party-names and 
notions; to cultivate a proper fenfe of the imbecillity of the 
human mind, and its pronenefs to error; not to be fond of 
controverfy, and to read thofe controverfies only which are 
moft important, viz. thofe againft the deifts and papifts ; to 
read only the beft authors upon them, among whom, we are 
told, that none exceed the late bifhop of London, and Dr. Le- 
land, in the controverfy with theformer, and Dr. Tillot/on and 
Chillingworth in that with the latter. 

As to the method of collecting and preferving ufeful thoughts 
from converfation, our author directs the ftudent, whenever 
it can be done without affectation and pedantry, to turn the 
converfation on the fubjeét he has been reading upon laft, and 
to introduce his matureft obfervations upon it; when he has 
talked over the fubject he has been reading upon, to think over 
what he has talked of, becaufe he will perhaps be able to fee 
more weight in the fentiments he oppofed, than he was willing 
‘to admit in the prefence of an antagonift. That he may at 
once improve and pleafe by converfation, the following rules 
are given; to chufe his company as he does his books, and “a 
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end; to ftudy the humour of his company, and their 
the ; if they be his fuperiors, or moft inclined to talk, 
to be an attentive hearer; if his inferiors, or more difpofed to 
hear, to be an inflructive fpeaker; to be a little prepared with 
topicks of converfation, fuitable to the company he goes into, 
that the courfe of his thoughts in converfation may be the 
more free and eafy; when any thing occurs that is new, or 
inftructive, to enter it in his common-place book, if he can- 
not truft his memory; not to repeat a good thing in the fame 
company twice, unlefs he is fure he was not diftinétly heard 
the ff time; if detraétion or prophanenefs mingle with the 
converfation, to difcountenance it by a fevere or a refolute fi- 
lence, where reproof would be thought indelicate, and if this 
be not fufficient to puta ftop to it, to make no fcruple to with- 
draw ; not to affect to fhine in converfation, efpecially before 
thofe who have a good opinion of their own underftanding; 
and to bear with the impertinence of converfation. 

With regard to the improvement of his thoughts when alone, 
our author directs the ftudent to guard againft a vagrancy or 
difipation of them; to recall them when they are rambling, 
and obferve by what connection of ideas or images og are 
inticed away from their work; if the place or occafion will ad- 
mit it, to utter his thoughts aloud; in his evening meditations, 
to go over in his mind the beft things he has read or heard that 
day, and to recollect them the next morning. 

This is the fubftance of what he has advanced in the firft 
part of his work, and it is obvious to obferve, that tho’ his di- 
rections are, in the general, very good, he has yet treated his 
fubjeét, confidering the importance of it, in rather too fuperficial 
a manner. As fo much depends upon a proper method of ftud 
and choice of books, it were to be wifhed he had been more 
full and particular on this head, as well as upon fome others 
of no {mall confequence, efpecially as he has given no fmall 
proofs of judgment, and feems to be very well qualified for 
giving directions to a ftudent of divinity. 

In the fecond part he confiders the duties of the paftor’s 
office, which he comprizes under the fix following general 
heads; preaching, praying, adminiftring the facraments, vi- 
fiting the fick, his conduct towards his people in general, and 
towards perfons of different characters in particular. Under 
each of thefe heads he lays down feveral ufeful and fenfible di- 
rections ; as afpecimen, we fhall here infert his general rules 
in relation to preaching. He advifes young preachers to pen 
down every fentence of their fermons in fhort-hand, and truft 
nothing to their memories, till they are mafters of a free, 
fluent, 
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fluent, and proper ftyle, and have acquired a good command 
of their fpirits, a free utterance, and a maturity of fentiments; 
to goto the bottom of their fubject, and to confider what part 
of it their hearers would be glad to have cleared up, or moft 
enlarged upon; to take care they do hot torture their fubjed, 
by aiming to exhauft it; not to crowd their thoughts too thick, 
as this would only fatigue and perplex the minds of their 
hearers ; not to piotract their difcourfes to an undue length ; 
in practical preaching to remember they are preaching to Chri/- 
tians, and to draw their chief motives to practice from Chrif- 
tian principles ; to confult, the capacity and underftanding of 
their hearers, and to ve ambitious, whilft they are treating of 
the higheft fubjects, to be comprehended by the loweft under. 
ftanding; not to affect fhewing their parts, by entering upon 
nice and curious difquifitions, or by a ftrong portrait of gene- 
ral characters; to endeavour to affect their own minds with 
what they deliver; when they are called to touch upon con- 
‘troverly, to be candid, clear, fhort, and conviétive; in eve 
fermon to make it their great aim to pleafe God and profit their 
‘people, to do them good rather than gain their applaufe; to 
endeavour to get the great principles of Chri/tianity wrought 
“Into their own hearts, and to let them fhine in their temper 
“an converfation ; to také care not to be too much affected 
with common fame; and, tho’ they are not to be akfolutely 
indifferent to the applaufes and cen{ures of others, yet to arm 
themfelves againft the bad influence of both. 

This may fuffice for a general view of the work; but we 
cannot help exprefling our furprize, that in a treatife on the 
duties of a paftor, and written by a paftor too, the duty of 

_catechizing fhould not be fo much as once mentioned, This 
is undoubtedly a capital omiffion, nor can we poflibly account 
for it. It is not to be fuppo'ed that Mr. AZa/on has neglected 
this duty himfelf; and if he has not, it appears ftrange he 
fhould not recommend it to his brethren, and give fome di- 
rections for the proper difcharge of it. A very {mall fhare of 
reflection may convince any confiderate perfon, that catechifing 
is a very important part of a paftor’s office; nay, we will ven- 
ture to aflert, whatever may be thought of the aflertion, that, 
if duly attended to, and properly performed, it is at 
leaft equally neceflury and impo:tant, with preaching itfelf. 
It is indeed to be lamented, that fo little attention is given 
to this duty, fince a reguiar and faithful difcharge of it cauld 
not fail of being attended with confequences very beneficial to 
the interefts of virtue and religion, Loud complaints are daily 
made of the progrefs of infidelity and libertinifm; now whe 
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ther this may not, in fome meafure at leaft, be owing to the 
neglect of what we have mentioned, is certainly worth whilé 
to confider. R 
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Art. XXIII. The Mathematical Repofitory. By James Dod- 
fon, F. R. S. accdémptant and teacher of the mathematics. 
3 vols. 12m0. 12s. Nourfe. 


PYXHESE thret volumes contain a great variety of pro- 
blems, with their analytical folutions, In the firft are 
five hundred queftions, chiefly extracted from fcarce and va- 
luable authors, with their folutions, which are performed in a 
very concife, tho’ confpicuous, manner. In the fecond are a con- 
fiderable variety of indetermined queftions, folved generally byan 
elegant method communicated to the author by Mr. deMorvre; 
many curious queftions relating to chances and lotteries; and 
a great number concerning annuities for lives, and their re- 
verfions ; wherein that doétrine is illuftrated in a multitude of 
interefting cafes, with numeral examples, and rules in words 
at lerigth, for thiofe who are unacquainted with the elements of 
thefe iciences. The thitd contains analytical folutions of a 
great number of the moft difficult problems, relating to an- 
nuities, reverfions, furvivorfhips, infurances; and leafes de- 
pendent on lives; in which the author has endeavoured to ex- 
hauft the flibject. | 
The mifcellaneous queftions in the firft volume aré well 
chofen, and the folutions clear and concife ; and therefore can- 
not but prove of the greateft utility to ftudents in algebra; as 
thefe examples are applicable to any book of theory; fo that 
the learner may apply them as he advances, and not be obliged 
to go through a whole fyftem of operations, before he can 
have the leaft glimpfe of theit ufe: a difadvantage very come 
mon to books of theory. 7 
Thefé queftions are divided into the following fixteen claffes: 
— I. Queftions whofe folutions require only addition and fub- 
traction of quantities. ) 
_ 2. Queftions which require the fout common rules, addi- 
tion, fubtration, multiplication, and divifion. 
3. Queftions which require the doctrine of proportion. 
_. 4. Such queftions, producing fimple equations, wherein a 
more complex procefs is neceflary. | 
5. Queftions producing equations of fimple powers. 
Review, Sept.1755. oO 6. Quef- 
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6. Queftions producing adfected equations, folved by com- 
pleating the {quare, with a few examples of Dr. Halley’s me- 
thod of finding their roots by a logarithmetical procefs, 

7. Queftions that produce adfected equations ‘ of higher 
powers. . 

8. Indetermited queftions; as well thofe that are capable 
of innumerable anfwers, as thofe where the number of anfwers 
in integers is limited.—In folving the queftions of this ‘clafs, 
the author has made ufe of a different method from that com- 
monly ufed, and fome folutions are given at large, which other 
authors have thought too operofe to be inferted. The fame 
principles are alfo ufed in folving, fome of thofe queftions ufu- 
ally called Dicphantine. 

g. Queftions relating to arithmetical progreffions, and othes 
feries derived from them. 

10. Queftions relating to fimple intereft, difcount,. &c, 

11. Queftions relating to geometrical progreffions. 

12. Queftions relating to compound intereft, and to the va- 
lues of annuities for time certain, both in pofleffion and re- 
verfion. 

13. Queftions relating to geometrical progreffions infinitely 
decreafing, and to feries of fractions, the numerators of which 
are numbers whofe firft, fecond, third, &c. differences are 
equal, and their denominators a geometrical progreffion. 

14. The fummation of the feveral feries of the reciprocals 
of figurate numbers; and of other feries which can be ob- 
tained by a fimilar procefs. 

15. The feveral feries that are commonly ufed for making 
logarithms, inveftigated by common algebra, 

16. Approximations to the fums of the feveral feries of the 
reciprocals of the firft, fecond, third, &c. powers of an arith- 
metical progrefiion. 

In the fecond volume the author, in folving queftions relat- 
ing to annuities and reverfions, has given the whole work, 
without fupprefling any of the intermediate fteps; and the re- 
fults of all thofe operations, of the moft frequent ufe, are in- 
ferted in words at length; and difpofed the feveral parts of the 
folutions in an order which gives the eafieft numerical procefs, 
This method has, indeed, confiderably lengthened the folu- 
tions ; but the advantages refulting from thence, with regard 
to the management ot the algebraic expreffions, will abun- 
dantly compenfate that difadvantzge. 

An inftance of this may be feen in queftion 56, wherein 
the value of a fingle life is inveftigated by Mr. de Mdsivre’s hy- 
pothetis, 
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n—i+pXr—n 
pothefis, the refult whereof, wz, ~~ = —2 (in which x 
nXrm—i 
fignifies the complement of life, p the prefent worth of one 
pound, due at the end of that complement, and r the amount of 
one pound, and its intereft, for one year) differs greatly in the 
P y 
operation from ree! the expreffion given in his treatife of 


7=I| 


annuities, 2 and r having the fame fignification as before, and 
P fignifying the prefent worth of an annuity certain, for as 
many years as are denoted by the complement of life. 

Now both thefe expreffions will give the fame refult; yet 
the former is preferable to the latter in two refpects.: Firft, 
becaufe it may be performed by fewer figures; and fecondly, 
becaufe the tabular number, reprefented by p, will be much 
eafier attained than the tabular number P; the former being 
only the prefent worth of one pound, but the latter the pre- 
fent worth of an annuity of one pound for the fame time; and 
confequently the latter cannot be found without firft comput- 
ing the former. 

At the latter end of the volume are feveral queftions relat- 
ing to the value of the expectation of lives; for the finding 
of which M. de Moivre has given rules without their demon- 
ftration, and only informed the reader, that he found the va- 
Jue of the expectation of a fingle life by a calculation deduced 
from the method of fluxions: but our author has found the 
value of a fingle life in a manner fimilar to an annuity thereon ; 
and deduced the values of the expectations of combined lives 
therefrom, in the fame manner as the approximations io the 
values of annuities on fuch lives. 

In the third volume the author has profecuted the fubjc& 
begun at the clofe of the fecond, and happily difcovered a me- 
thod of folving every queftion directly or remotely applicable 
to probabilities, expectations, annuities, reverfions, or in‘u- 
rances, dependent on lives or furvivorfhips, by a procefs purely 
arithmetical. A difcovery the more valuable, as authors of 
the ereateft reputation have always had recourfe to the doc- 
trine of fluxions, 

The principle ufed by our author in folving thofe queftions, 
is the fame with that ufed for the inveftigation of the expec- 
tation of a fingle life; its application to an annuity being 
equally natural and eafy. For inftance, fupyofe a perfon of 
{uch an age, that it cannot te reafonably expected that he 

» O2 fhould 

































—— 

































































196 SMOLULET’s Tranflation 


fhould live beyond the end of one year, and admit hint to be 

pofiefled of an annuity of 1 /. (or any other fum) on condition 

that fuch part of that annual payment is to be made to his heir, 
as fhall be proportionable to the time elapfed, between the be- 

ginning of the year and the time of his deceafe; then will the 
expectation of the fum to be received: by the heir (being: va- 
lued at the beginning of the year) be half the annual payment, 
the intereft of money not being here confidered: and. the 
fame principle Mr. Dod/on has fuccefsfully applied to furvivor- 
fhips. But as the folutions of the more complex queftions re~ 
lating both to annuities and furvivorfhips, would. have. been, 
infupportably tedious, the author has had recourfe to the me- 
thod of approximation delivered in the fecond volume. 

N. B. The firft volume of this work was publifhed before 
the commencement of our Review ; but we prefume our rea- 
ders will not be difpleafed to fee an account of the whole per- 
formance together, as the article would have been otherwife 


imperfect. B 


Art. XXIV. The Hijlory of the renowned Don Quixote. 
Tranflated from the Spanifh of Miguel de Cervantes Saave- 
dra. Lo which is prefixed, fome account of the Author’s life. 
By T. Smollet, AZ, D. Llluftrated with 28 new copper- 
plates, defigned by Hayman, and engraved by the beft artyts. 


In two volumes. gto. 21. 2s. Miullar, &c. 





R. Smollet undertook this tranflation in dependence upon 

the encouragement of a fubfcription; in which we 

have not heard what fuccefs he met with, nor is there any lift 

of fubfcribers names; however, the books are delivered from 

the prefs in a genteel and elegant manner, in refpeét both to 
the paper, type, and engravings. 

The ingenious tranflator informs us, in a fhort advertife- 
ment, that his 2im in this undertaking, was to maintain that 
ludicrous folemnity, and felf-importance, by whichthe inimitable 
Cervantes has diftinguifhed the character of Don Quixote, with- 
out raifing him to the infipid rank of a dry philofopher, or de- 
bafing him to the melancholy circumftances, and unentertain- 
ing, caprice of an ordinary madman ; and to preferve the na- 
tive humour of Sancho Panza trom degenerating into mere 
proverbial phlegm, or affected buffoonry ;—that he has endea- 
voured to retain the {pirit and ideas, without fervilely adher- 
ing to the literal expreffion, of the original; from which, 
how- 

















—— 














of Don QuiIxoreE. 199 


however, he has not fo far deviated, as to deftroy that for- 
mnality of idiom fo peculiar to the Spaniards, and fo effential td 
the character of the work ;—that the fatire and propriety of 
many allufions, which had been loft in the change of cuftoms, 
and lapfe of time, is reftored in explanatory notes; and the 
whole conducted with that care and circumfpetion, which 
ought to be exerted by every author, who, in attempting to 
improve upon a tafk already performed, fubjects himfelf to 
the moft invidious comparifon. 

How far the doctor has fucceeded in the above mentioned 
refpects, it may not become us haftily to determine. Don 
Quixote is perhaps the moft difficult book in the world to 
tranflate; and for this plain reafon, that it is the moft diffi- 
cult to be underftood. Few, very few, of even the Spaniards, 
of the prefent day, underftand all its beauties, or can explain 
the obicurities which the lapfe of time, as Dr. Smollet fays, hath 
occafioned: how then can it be expected that Engli/bmen 
fhould be perfect mafters of this author? It is true, we may 
be able to read him in the original, and that with great de- 
light ; but to transfufe all his fpirit, his tine humour, and 
the beauty of his numerous allufions, into a foreign language, in 
thefe remote times too, and the nation likewife fo remote, isa 
tafk which a genius equal to that cf Cervantes himfelf could not 
perform, without the fame knowlege of the country; and of 
the times in which this excellent author lived: including 
alfo the moft extenfive acquaintance with the language, idioms, 
cuftoms, humorous expreffions, provincial phrafes, and pro- 
verbial fayings, of the people for whom the tranflation is 
intended. 

But as all thefe advantages muft be confidered as una‘tain- 
able; as the beft tranflation we can look for muft be expected 
from the hand of a perfon chiefly qualified by books; we fancy 
a better than Dr. Smollet’s, upon the whole, will not {pecdily 
appear, a may, in fome refpects, be thought a more 
exact verlion; but in our opinion, the doctor’s genius (not- 
withftanding fome things that appear to be rather inaccuracies 
than defeéts in judgment) comes ncareft the great original.— 
With regard to thofe tranflations from tranflations, publifhed 
by Motteux, and others, they deferve no farther mention; 
except to exprefs our wonder, that, under the burlefque veil, 
and farcical difguife, in which they have envelloped the au- 
thor, they have not been able totally to diveft him of his na- 
tive dignity: yet,—after all, we doubt not but many readers, 
who take up an Englifh Don Quixote, merely to be diverted; 
will pronounce Motteux’s the beft book. 
 — O83 A {mall 
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Afmall fpecimen will thew the difference between the tranfla- 
tions of Dr.Smollet, and of his predeceflor, Mr.‘farvis. We thall 
take from each the notable ftory told by Sancho, to expofe the 
miftaken politenefs of his mafter, in the affair of table-prece- 
dency ; thole who are poflefled of this work in the original, 
may, perhaps, have the curiofity to compare both with the 


Span fh. 
From Dr. Smollet. 


© The cuke and dutchefs came 
to the door .o reccive him, [Don 
Quixote] attended by one of thofe 
grave ecciefiaftics who govern the 
fam:'es of noblemen: who, 
being of no birth themfelves, 
know not how to direét thofe 
who are; who feck to meature 
the grandeur of the great by the 
narrownefs of their own fouls, 
and in attempting to make their 
pupils eeconomilts, convert them 
into downright mifers: fuch, I 
fay, was the grave clergyman 
who came ont to receive Don 
Quixote, with ihe duke and dut 
chef. After a thoufand courte 
ous compliments, they walked 
on each fide of him to the table, 
where the duke complimented 
him with the upper end; and 
tho’ he refuied that honour, they 
importuned him fo much that he 
was obliged to comply; the 
clergyman fitting oppofite to 
him, and the duke and dutchefs 
taking their places at the fides. 
Sancho, who was prefent at all 
this ceremony, being confound- 
ed and aftonifhed at the honours 
which were paid to his mailer, 
and perceiving the formality and 
intreaties that pafled between his 
grace and Don Quixote, about 
fitting at the head of the table, 
intruded himielf, as ufual, into 
the difcourfe, faying, ‘ With 
your honour’s leave, Piltell youa 
ftory of what happened jn our vil- 


lage 


From Mr. Jarvis. 


* The duke and dutchefs came 
to the hall door to receive him, 
and with them a grave ecclefi- 
aftic: one of thole who govern 
great mens houfes; one ot thofe 
who, not being princes born, 
know not how ta inftruét thofe 
that are how to demean them- 
{elves as fuch; one of thofe who 
would have the magnificence of 
the great meafurcd by the nar- 
rownefs of their own minds; 
one of thofe who, pretending to 
teach thofe they govern to be 
frugal, teach them to be mifers. 
One of this fort, I fay, was the 
grave ecclefaftic, who came out 
with the duke to receive Dor 
2 ixote. A thoufand polite 
c.mpiments pafied upon the 
occafion; and taking Don Qui- 
xote between them, they went 
and fat down to table. The 
duke offered Don Quixote the 
upper end, and, tho’ he would 
have declined it, the importuni- 
ties of the duke prevailed upon 
him to accept it. The ecclefi- 
aftic feated himfelf over againt 
him, and the duke and dutchefs 
on each fide. Sancho was pre- 
fent all the while, furprifed and 
allonifhed to fee the honour thofe 
princes did his mafter, and, per- 

ceiving the many intreaties and 
ceremonies, which paffed between 
the duke and Don Quixote, to 
make him fit down at the head 
of the table, he faid, ‘ If. your 

ho- 





























Dr. Smollet. 


lage with reipect to the upper 
hand in fitting.’ 

Scarce had he pronounced 
thefe words, when the knight 
began to tremble with apprehen- 
fion, that he was going to utter 
fome abfurdity; but the “fquire 
feeing and underftanding the 
caufe of his mafter’s trepidation, 
‘Signor,’ faid he, * your wor- 
fhip needs not be afraid that I 
fhall mifbehave, or fay fomething 
that is not to the matter in hand ; 
for, I have not forgot the advice 
I juft now received from your 
worfhip, about {peaking a little, 
or a great deal, to the purpole, 
and not to the purpofe.” ‘ I 
know nothing at all of the ma:- 
ter,” anfwered the knight, ‘ fay 
what thou wilt, fo thou fay’ft it 
quickly.’ * Well then,’ replied 
Sancho, ‘ what I am going to fay 
is fo true, that my mafler, Dox 
Quixote, here prefent, would not 
fuffer to me to tell a lie” ‘* As 
forme,’ faid Dow Quixote, * you 
may lie as much as you pleale, 
without let or moleftation: but I 
advife you to confider wel! what 
you are about to fay.” ‘I have 
it fo well confidered, and recon- 
fidered, that I am as fafe as he 
that has the repique in hand, as 
will appear in the performance.’ 
* Your graces will do well,’ faid 
Don Quixote, ‘ to order the {er- 
vants to turn out this madman, 
who will commit a thouland 
blunders.’ * By the life of the 
duke! cried the dutchefs, ‘ I 
will not part with my good 
friend, Sancho, for whom I have 
a very great refpect, becauie I 
know him to be a perfon of wit 
and pleafantry.” * Pleafant may 
all the days of your holinefs be, 
for your good opinion of my de- 

ferts,” 
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honours will give me leave, I 
will tell you a ftory of a paffage 
that happened io our town, con- 
cerning places.* Scarce had Sane 
cho faid this, when Don Quixote 
began to tremble, bel.eving, 
without doubt, he was going to 
fay fome foolifh thing. Sancho 
obferved, and underitood him, 
and faid, * Be not afraid, Sir, of 
my breaking loofe, or of my fay- 
ing any thing that is not pat to 
the purpofe: I have not forgot- 
ten the advice your worfhip gave 
me a little while ago, about talk- 
ing much or little, well or ill.’ 
‘I remember nothing, Sancho,’ 
anfwered Don Quixote, § fay what 
you will, fo you fay it quickly.’ 
* What | would fay,’ quoth San- 
cho, * is very true, and fhould it 
be otherwife, my matter, Dan 
Quixote, who is prefent, will not 
fuffermeiole.* ‘ Lie as much 
as you will for me, Sancho,’ re- 
plied Din Quixote, ‘1 will not 
be your hindrance; but take 
heed what you are going to fay.’ 
‘ I have fo heeded, and rehceded 
it,” quoth Sancho, * that ali is as 
fafe as the repique * in hand, 
as you will fee by the operation.” 
* It will be convenicnt,’ faid Dox 
Quixote, * that your honours or- 
der th's blockhead to be turned 
out of doors ; for he will be mak- 
ing a thoufand foolifh blunders.’ 
* By the life of the duke,” quoth 
the dutchefs, * Sancho fhall not 
ftir a jot fromme: I love him 
much, for I know he is mighty 
difcreet.” * Many fuch years,’ 
guoth Sancho, ‘ may your holi- 


* Alluding to the game of pice 
guet, in which the repique may be 
fafe againft the greateft cards im 
“ppearances 
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ferts,’ faid the "{quire, * tho’ God 
knows, they are but flender e- 
nough : however, my flory is this: 

here was an invitation given 
by a gentleman of our town, who 
was both rich and well born, as 
being come of the Alamos of 
Medina del Campo, and married 
to Donna Mencia de Quinones, 
daughter of Dou Alonzo de Ma- 
ranon, knight of the order of 
St. Fago, who was drowned in 
the Heradyra, and occafioned a 
quarrel fome years ago in our 
ie ; in which, if I am not 
miftaken, my matter, Don Qui- 
xote, was concerned ; but this I 
know, mad Jom, the fon of old 
Balvaftro the blackfmith, was 
hurt on that occafion: now, Sir 
Matter of mine, is not this God’s 
truth; fpeak upon your wor- 
fhip’s honour, that thefe noble 
perfons may not Jook upon me 
as a chattering liar.” ‘ Hitherto,’ 
faid the clergyman, ‘ I take you 
to be a chatterer rather than a 
liar; but I know not what I fhall 
take you for in the fequel.’ 
‘ Thou haft produced fo many 
witneffes and tokens,’ replied the 
knight, ‘that I cannot but fay 
thy ftory looks like truth: _pro- 
ceed, however, and fhorten thy 
tale; for thou art in the way 
of lengthening it out for the 
fpace of two whole days.” * He 
fhall not fhorten it,” faid the dut- 
chefs, ‘ if he confults my enter- 
tainment ; but, on the contrary, 
tell it in his own way, tho’ it 
fhould not be finifhed in fix days; 
for fhould it hold out fo long, 
they will be fome of the plea- 
fanteft I ever paffed.’ 

* Well then, my mafters,” pro- 
ceeded Sancho, that fame gentle- 
man, whom I know as well as I 
know 
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nefs live, for the good Opinion 
you have of me, tho” it is not in 
me; but the tale I would tell is 
this. 

A certain gentleman of our 
town, very rich, and of a good 
family—for he was defcended 
from the Alamos of Medina del 
Campo, and married Doung Men- 
cia de Quinnsnes, who was daugh- 
ter of Don Alonzo de Marannon, 
knight of the order of St. Fames, 
who was drowned in the Herra- 
dura; about whom there hap. 
pened that quarrel in our town, 
fome years ago, in which, as I 
take it, my matter, Don Quixote, 
was concerned, and Jommy, the 
madcap fon of Balvaffro the 
fmith, was hurt.—Pray, good 
matter of mine, is not all this 
true? Speak by your life, that 
thefe gent'emen may not take me 
for fome lying prating fellow.’ 
* Hitherto,’ faid the ecclefiaftic, ‘I 
take you rather for a prater than, 
for a liar: but henceforward I 
know not what I fhall you take 
for.’ ‘ You produce fo many evi- 
der¢:s, and fo many tokens, that 
I cannot butfay,’ quoth Don Qui- 
xote, ‘itis likely youtell the truth: 
go on, and fhorten the ftory ; for 
you take the way not to have 
done in two days.’ ‘ He hall 
fhorten nothing,’ quoth the dut- 
chefs, ‘and to “ths me, he fhall 
tell it his awn way, tho” he have 
not done in fix days; and fhould 
it take up fo many, they would 
be to me the moft agreeable of 
any I ever fpent in my life.” 

‘ I fay, then, Sirs, proceeded 
Sancho, that this fame gentle- 
man, whom I know as well as | 
do niy right hand from my left, 
(for it is not a bow-fhot from mv 
houfe to his) invited a farmer, 
who 
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thefe two hands, for it is 

ay hie a bow-fhot from his 
houfe to mine, invited a farmer, 
who, tho’ not rich, was a very 
honeft man.’ ‘ Difpatch, bro- 
ther,’ cried the prieft, interpofing, 
¢ for at this rate your ftory will 
reach to the other world.’ § It 
will hardly go half as far, an it 
pleafe God,’ anfwered the “fquire, 
who thus proceeded. * So as I 
was faying, the farmer going to 
the houfe of the gentleman-in- 
viter, who is now dead, God reft 
his foul! by the fame token, they 
fay he died like an angel; for 
my own part, I was not prefent 
at his death, having gone a reap- 
ing to Yembleque.’ ‘* As you 
hope to live, fon,’ cried the ec- 
clefiaftic, ‘ return quickly from 
Tembleque, and fivith your ftory, 
without ftaying to inter the gen- 
tleman, unlefs you have a mind 
to bury usall.’ ‘ Well, tocome 
to the point,” replied Sancho, 
‘ when the two came to be feat- 
ed at table. Methinks I fee them 
now more thanever.* ‘The duke 
and dutchefs were infinitely pleaf- 
ed with the difguft which the 
reverend ecclefiaitic exprefled at 
the tedious and circumftantial 
manner in which the ‘fquire te- 
lated his ftory ; while Dow Qyi- 
xote was almoft confumed by 
fhame and indignation, ‘ I fay, 
moreover,’ refumed Sancho, ‘ that 
the two, as I have already ob- 
Served, coming to fit down at the 
table, the farmer obftinately re- 
fufed to take the upper end, ac- 
cording to the defire of the enter- 
tainer; while the gentleman, on 
the other hand, as obftinately in- 
fifted upon, his compliance, ale 
leging that he ought to be mafter 
10 his own houfe; but the far- 
mer, 
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who was poor, but honeft, to 
dinner.’ ‘ Proceed, friend,’ faid 
the ecclefiaftic, ‘ at this period ; 
for you are going the way with 
your tale, not to flop till you 
come to the other world.” ‘ 
fhall flop before we get half-way 
thither, if it pleafes God,’ an. 
fwered Sancho, ‘and fol proceed. 
Thijs fame farmer coming to the 
faid gentlemar-inviter’s houfe, 
«God reft his foul, for he is dead 
and gone, by the fame token it 
is reported he died like an angel ; 
for | was not by, being at that 
time gone a reaping to Temble- 
que.’ * Prithee, fon,’ faid the 
ecclefiaftic, * come back quickly 
from Yembleque, and, without 
burying the gentleman, (unlefs 
you have a mind to make more 
burials) make an end of your tale.’ 
* The bufinefs then,’ quoth San. 
cho, * was this, that they being 
ready to fit down to table—me- 
thinks I fee them now more than 
ever.” The duke and dutchefs 
took great pleafure in feeing the 
difpleafure the good ecclefiaftic 
fuffered by the length and paufes 
of Sancho’s tale; but Dox Dni- 
xote was quite angry and vexed. 
I fay then,’ quoth Sancho, ‘ that 
they, both itanding, as I have 
faid, and juft ready to fit down, 
the farmer difputed objtinately 
with the gentleman to take the 
upper end of the table, and the 
gentleman, with as much pofi-. 
tivenefs, preffed the farmer to 
take it, faying, he ought to com- 
mand in his own healt. But the 
countryman, piquing himfelf upon 
his civility and good breeding, ’ 
would by no means fit down, tall 
the gentleman, in a fret, laying 
both his. bands upon the farmer’s 
fhoulders, made him fit down by 
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mer, who piqued himfelf upon 
his politenefs and good breeding, 
ftill perfifted in his refufal; until 
the gentleman growing angry, 
took him by the fhoulders and 
thruft him into the feat, faying, 
“* Know, Mr. Chaffthrifeer, that 
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main force ; faying,Sit thee down, 
chaff-threfhing churl ; for, let me 
fic where I will, that is the upper 
end tothee. This is my tale, 
and truly I believe it was brought 
in here pretty much to the pur- 
pofe.” 





























wherefoever I fit, [ fhali always 
be at the head of the table.” Now 
this is my tale, and I really be- 
lieve it was brought in pretty pat 
to the purpofe.” 


We fhall here take leave of Dr. Smellet’s performance, with 
juft mentioning one {mall circumftance of omiflion in his book, 
that might eafily have been fupplicd, uzz. the want of a table 
of contents to the adventures of Don Quixote; which Farvis 
has given. Without fuch affiftances, readers may be often 
very much at a lofs to turn to particular parts of a work, as 
occafion may require.—We hope it will not be thought we 
intend the mention of fuch a matter as this, to pafs for a cri- 
tici/m: thefe are things that men of genius, and imagination, 
feldom attend to; but neverthelefs, indexes have their ufes, 
and no book, of confiderable price efpecially, ought to be with- 
out them. G 


ART. XXV. Conclufiffon of the Memoirs of feveral Ladies 
of Great Britain. 





N the laft Review we prefented our readers with a fpecimen 

of this author’s hiftorical and defcriptive talents: we Shall 

now take a view of himin his religious character; with- 
out, however, lofing fight of his memoirs. 

Some hafty readers, Essa a partial obfervation, as we fup- 
pofe, of his frequent favourable mention of certain eminent 
free-thinking writers, have been led to pronounce him an in- 
fidel, or fomewhat almoft as bad as an infidel, an_ heretic 
at leaft. But, with this opinion we can by no means agree; 
for if he has, in his zeal for freedom of thought, and free- 
dom of debate, commended Toland and Morgan, with others 
of the like ftamp, he is, on the other hand, in various parts 
of his work, full as warm in the praifes of fome pious and 
excellent divines, whofe writings are not unworthy the baie 
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of that glorious gofpel they were intended to elucidate and de- 
fend: befides, and above all, his numerous, lively, and, we 
doubt not, fincere afpirations, in honour and gratitude to the 
RepEEMER OF THE WORLD, and his many arguments in 
fypport of that facred REVELATION with which it pleafed the 
Son of Gop to blefs mankind. 

But as the term Chri/tiav is now become vague, and of inde~ 
fnite fignification ; as fects are multiplied into a moft aftonifhing 
variety ; and opinions and doétrines are as numerous as the 
diferent complexions and tempers of men; {0 it is not always 
fufficient to fay, a man is aChriflian: for the faith of one be- 
liever in Chri/? differs not lefs from the faith of another be- 
liever in Chrif?, than both may differ from that of the A/a- 
homedan. 

To give an idea, therefore, of our author’s religious prin- 
ciples, it may be expected that we fhould do more than barely 
apprize our readers. that he is not an atheift, or deift; and 
fay to which, among the numerous profeflions of Chriffianity, 
he belongs: but all we can difcover concerning this, we re- 
collect has been already intimated in the former part of this 
article *, where we mentioned his extraordinary zeal for the 
Unitarian fyftem.— He ftiles himfelf, indeed, with great pro- 
priety of meaning, a CHRISTIAN-DEIST; a defignation ex- 
tremely well fuited to the tenets he fo affiduoufly maintains ; 
in enforcing which he difcovers no inconfiderable acquain- 
tance with the facred writings, — the only fource of true 
Chi iftian knowlege ;—-but alas! the alleged fountain alfo of 
every error which hath bewildered the imaginations of all the 
contending feétarifts that have over-run the Chri/tian world. 

We proceed now to feleét a few fpecimens of his manner of 
treating, explaining, and vindicating that doétrine which he 
confiders as the genuine, uncorrupted doctrine of our bleffed 
Saviour and his apoftles. His ufual cuftom is to make his 
ladies pull the Athanafian creed to pieces. “Thus Mrs. Schom- 
berg, the young, beautiful, ingenious, and learned wife of 
the rev. Dr. Duncan Schomberg, a rigid Athanafian, attacks 
her hufband +, 


It 


* Review for Auguf?t, p. 129. 137. 

+ The pidure oa Dose hes P< of this divine (if ever fuch 
an one exifted) is remarkableenough. ‘ My fchool-fellow, Duncan 
* Schomberg, was rancour itfelf in his temper; crofs, dark, obftinate, 
and f r ever contending. He was pofitive, ftingy, and headftrong 

from is cradle ; had a foul the moft unrelenting; and was, even 
: while a boy, a zealot for orthodoxy, Inthe univerfity he had - 
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It feems Duncan, foon after his marriage, began to 
he had got a heretic in his bofom. ‘ His lady faid fome humor. 
“ous things that preffed a little upon the dottors, ang 
¢ fpoke of the bleffed Athanafius as if the had no great opinion 
* of his confeffion and fanctity. In mentioning the /ginn 
* one day, fhe made ufe of fome comic expreffions, anj 
« begged of Dear to inform her, what reafons the church had 
¢ for rejecting the abfurdity of tranfubftantiation, when i, 
© received a more ftrange thing, a creed derogatory to the 
* unity and fupreme majefty of God, the one God and father 
‘ all? And if the creed be truth, why do not you dd, 
¢ fupport it by rational means, by argument, learning, and 
< charity; but, in defence of it, apply to, and ufe, mifrepre. 
¢ fentation, falfhood, calumny, railing, and abufe; and calf 
© out for the fecular arm and violence? It looks, my dear, 
© as if fomething was impofed on the confciences of Chrif. 
¢ tians, that is againft the laws of God and nature. Explane 
© thefe things to me, Duncan. I really know not what to 
© make of my religion. 

© The doétor fquinted at her for fome time, and then ob- 
© ferved, that the fpoke too freely, and too ludicroufly, of the 
© great myftery of our faith, and he was afraid fhe was in- 
* clined to an evil heart of unbelief: but as he hoped the 
© beft, he would explane things to her conception, and thew 
* her the true nature of our religion; fo as to remove all 


© doubts for the future, in refpect of the awful myftery, and 


* all the fathers, and all the /choo/men. He had the works of Da- 
* niel Waterland by heart; and Sherlock againft South flowed from 
* his mouth like water. Myffery and tradition were, in his opinion, 
* moft facred things; and to excel in formalities and trifles, his 
* labours were endlefs. His xea/ for the religion of Athanafius was 
* a furious, fanatical fervour.—The fathers were all ange/:, and Dr. 
* Samuel Clarke the Devi!.—-With a temper unworthy of a man anda 
* Chriftian, this do€tor of divinity mifreprefents and abufes the moft 
* glorious defender of natural and revealed religion that any age has 
* feen ; and ftrives to make the rifing generation, within his {phere, 
* deteft the very name of Clarke.’—This gentleman’s perfon was 
not, it feems, a bit more amiable than his mind: ‘ He was in his 
* figure the very counter-part of Evans the conjuror.—Short in fta- 
‘ ture, pot-bellied, humpt behind, beetle browed, and {quinted 
* dreadfully. He was flat-nofed, {play-footed, and had prodigious 
* thick lips. All this however had been no reflection upon him, if 
* his percipient had been a jewel. Where the mind of a man is 
' wif and boneft, the deformity of the cafe it is lodged in, fignifes 
* little, in my opinion. But where the mind is bad, it renders de 
* formity fhocking.’ 

¢ make 
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fenfible it was the duty of a Chri/ti 
tor tee that fyftem of faith, which awe x0 has fum- 
sine up in the creed of St, Achanafius. He then produced 

effence, perfon, and nature, and made them rattle 
‘ fubftance, elfe per . 
‘for a long time, while he talked of what he knew nothing 
‘ of, and concerning which the fcripture has declared nothing, 
‘ The fathers were next brought in, and, as St. Chry/o/tom 
 faysy in his fifth homily; St. Athanafius, in his fourth book 
« de trinitate; St. Bafil, book the fecond; and St. Ambrofe de 
¢ fide, in his fifth chapter; Irenaeus, book the fecond; and 
‘ Tertullian, adv. Prax. in his feventh chapter, etc. etc. took 
¢ the dolor up near another hour. From this he pafled ta 
« Chjurchifm’s explication of fcriptures, and to the fayings of 
‘ Bull and Bennet, Stillingfleet and Bingham, Mayo, Knights 
«and Nelfon, Waterland, and all the worthy moderns, wha 
‘have contended fo inglorioufly for trithei/fm. This is the 
‘fenfe of the church, continued Duncan,—and by way of 
« conclufion to his fine oration, he breathed hell and damna- 
‘ tion againft all his innocent brethren, and fellow Chriftians, 
‘who would not fubfcribe to the—orthodox truths, as he 
« phrafed it.’— : 

After an exceflive fit of [ill-timed] laughter, the impro- 
priety and ill-manners of which, it is poffible, our author was 
not aware of, the lady replies, ‘ My dear Duncan, you aftonifh 
‘me. How could you priefts ever take it into your heads to 
‘invent a thing fo corrupt and incomprebenfible?—You, who. 
‘ fhould be as the /a/t and light of the world, to preferve reli- 
‘gion both from darknefs and corruption! You have talked 
‘near two hours, and opprefled me with words and fathers, 
‘ to prove a /chola/tic trinity ; atrinity that is not once named 
‘ in the New Teftament of your Lord; and that has not the 
‘ leaft relation to the great end of his coming; which was 
‘ to give mankind one high prie/t, inftead of prie/ts innumerable ; 
* a /piritual lamb, inttead of a brutal lamb; a /piritual temple, 

* inftead of a fenfible one; remtffion of fins, and a ftate of 
righteoufnefs in this world, and a glorious metropolis above, for 
* the wife, the brave, and the honef? to refide in for ever and 
‘ever. This is a Chriftianity worth our turning to. 
* A religion of regeneracy, and holy /piritual life, from.the 
‘ fon of God; and by this means, immortal glory and happine/s, 
* is the greateft bleffing to all rational nature. Adored. be 
‘ the goodnefs of God for fending his Chrift on fuch an er- 
‘rand. But to come on with your frigid and frivolous fub- 
‘ tilties, and bring St. Chryfoftom, St. Bafil, St. Ambrofe, St. 
‘ duguftiney and a whole pofle of artificial faints, with their 
© books 
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© books and chapters of pious nonfenfe, to make me fwalloy 
¢ the Athanafian jumble; or if I do not, pronounce the fen. 
© tence of damnation again{t me; this is quite ridiculous, my 
© dear Duncan. 1am forry to hear fuch ftuff from the lips 
© of my prieft.’ 

¢ Confider, Duncan, my Jove, confiders’ proceeds this anj. 
€ mated fair, ‘ if we will judge of religion in the general } 
© reafon, and of the Chri/tian religion in particular by the 
© New Teftament, thefe vazitys you have put yourfelf into, 
© fweat * by repeating, can neither be reveled law, no, 
© the rule of nature. ‘Lhe de/picable fcheme is the invention of 
‘ € {choolmen and fathers, and among a number of other abo. 
¢ minable errors, hath been handed down by a venerable tra. 
¢ dition. This tradition the monks have admitted into , 
© partnerfhip of authority with fcripture, and it has got the 
< afcendant fo far, as to eclipfe the credit of the facred records, 
© It will not be the handmaid; it acts the miftrefs. It takes 
© the lead, and brings the monks from the written word to 
© vifions, rites, and incomprehenfibles. 

© Away then, Duncan, with thefe vanitys and fables, your 
© incomprehenfibles and myflerys. The abfurditys of your fa. 
© thers are not more facred, nor lefs glaring and extravagant, 
© than thofe of the rabbies. ‘Think for yourfelf then. Think 
© freely, my comfort, and be no longer the wretched tritheip ; 
© but the rational doétor. No longer predicat of a /chalaflic 
© trinity. Put it not in the power of men of fenfe to fay my 
© Duncan is a poor creature—a defpicable bigot.’— 

The good lady continued her documents a little longer, till 
poor Duncan was quite confounded; and indeed the wonder 
is, that a man of his temper had patience to hear her out. 
However, it feems he was moved at laft. ‘ He had never 
‘ before,’ fays our author, * heared his creed-makers, and his 
© incomprehenfibles fo treated.’ And we find, that as foon 
as he was able to {peak for paflion, he began to abufe his ‘fulia 
pretty plentifully. He called her Samaritan, apoftate, woman- 
devil, and would even have thumped her moft unmercifully, 
but that it was her good fortune to be greatly his fuperior, 
not only in ftrength of mind, but of body. 

The reader, perhaps, is, by this time, defirous of fome 
further acquaintance with fo fmart and fpirited a lady. Take 
then the following account of her, in the words of out 
author. 

‘ Mrs. Schomberg is the daughter of Fob Boffuet, efq; 4 
* man of great fortune in the weit of England, who left his 

® ‘The lady herleif is pretty warm too. 
¢ whole 
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« whole eftate to this lady.’—At eighteen her friends married 
her to Schomberg, who, fays the author, ‘ proved the devil of 
‘ a hufband, and would have been the death of her, had not 
‘ an accident carried him off, and delivered her from him be- 
‘ fore fhe was one and twenty. | 

© At the time I firft faw her at Hak-farm*, fhe was about 
¢ three and twenty, She was tall, well fhaped, and extreme- 
‘ Jy handfome. Her eyes were large, black as night, and 
‘ bricht as diamonds. Her hair was of the fame color, and 
scatted naturally, in the moft graceful manner. She has a 
¢ charming mouth, and when fhe laughs or {miles, is beau- 
‘ tiful as Lalage. : 

« This lady has a clear underftanding and a found judg- 
‘ ment; has read the polite books, and is a delightful {peaker. 
‘ She has a large fhare of focial wit, and with equal ftrength 
¢ and propriety can. exprefs the whole feries of the paffions in 
‘ comic characters. ‘The phiantnefs of her difpolition can 
‘ raife and keep up a pleafurable fenfation, and give a fuccef- 
‘ fion of joys to a company. She has what Tertullian fome- 
© where calls the vis colubrina, and in the moft various repre- 
‘ fentations, can make her action as bewitching as the dif- 
‘ courfe of the ferpent who feduced the firft woman. She can 
‘ fuit her face and perfon to any attitude, and fo perfectly 
‘ conform her words to her gefture, that fhe lifts a character 
‘ at once into the loudeft laughter. I have feen nothing like 
‘her even on.the French ftage, in the article of tranfition 
‘ from paffion to paffion in comic life. She is, without all 
‘ peradventure, the fineft a¢trefs in the world in comedy. 

‘ Some pious people of this lady’s acquaintance will not 
‘ allow her to‘be a Chriffian, becaufe fhe thinks religion is no 
‘more than a moral conftitutions and believes every thing 
‘ elfe, rites, ceremonies, and holy orders, to be the res 
‘ of the cunning, and the dreams of the vifionary; that fhe 
© defpifes all human inventions in religion, and with all her 
 fenfibility and promethean fire, ridicules the high-flown eccle- 


* She was introduced to Mrs. Ben/ow’s acquaintance after the 
ceath of her (Mrs. B’s) hufband, by the fame kind of accident that 
brought our author acquainted with Mrs. Benlow. See Revier for 
4uz.p. 135. We forgot to mention, in our abftract of the memoirs 
of this latt named lady, her ftudies at Hali-farm after fhe became a 
widow, particularly the progrefs fhe made in the doétrine of fluxions, 
her criticifms on the bifhop of Cloyne, and other writers ; a fpeci- 
men of which our author has inferted; and which we fhould have 
tead with the more pleafure, had not the nervous, manly ftile fo 
nearly refembled that of our author himfelf. 
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s s. She does attior the monks to be fure; moft heartii 
. eg make free with the Ar, h-charch doftors. She ‘ 
* perfection itfelf when: the plays Moker’s Tartaff, or Cibpep; 
« Nonjuror. She likewife takes off Warbarton to the 
© exactnefs; his very voice, and the mine. of his vifage, a, 
© he contemplates, and ay he predicats; and when the brings 
© him-on with a bit of His: Legation in his mouth, of fome 
* feraps of his controverfy with Stebbing, or Tillard, Or Sykes, 
* or Fackfon, one cannot help fcreeching again with laughter, 
© You fee all' the vanity and’ felf-fufficiericy of this gentlettay 
‘ in her face and’ mantter, when: fhe is drefled as a patton, 
© and then, like him, fhe dictats his fancys, and pronounces 
© all the world, except Himfelf, crude writers. Gregory Na- 
© atanzen, acrudewriter; Bayle, a crude writer; Spencer, 4 
© crude writer ; and a* thoufand more befides them. I really 
© believe if the doétor were to fee her at this work, He could 
© not forbear laughing. She fets this cynic, and his odd ar. 
« guments, his raillery, fcurrility, and abufive phrafes; in 
© droll alight, that one muft want fentiment, who is’ not 
* pleafantly moved. | 
¢ But all this notwithftanding, her'enemies wrong Het mtich 
© in faying flie'is no Chriftian. She reveres the gofpel, and 
© very often, in thefoft-filent hours of the night, fits Up to 
© read the:facred volume: She has’extracted froth it a hea 
‘ venly religion. She has acquired, by this ftudy of the: in- 
© fpired writers, the beft and eveneft temper’ that ever mortal 
© was bleffed with; a‘heart the moft benevolent ; and a retti- 
¢ tude of mind and’ life’ that is lovely and glorious. She has 
© the higheft‘and moft Honourable opinion of Jesus Cxrist; 
© and glorifies him continually as the: chofen fervant’ of God 
© Almighty ; the ambaffader of the Deity; fent to promote 
purity of heart, amd reétitude of manners, virtue here, and 
happine/s hereafter, by his preaching and muracles, his virtue 
and obedience, Such a religion in the hear tmuft make any one 
‘a Chriftian. It is‘ more exeellent than the conftitutions of 
councils, convocations, and fathers. The be/? Chriftianity is 
when our practice is a comment upon the religion of Jesus.’ 
Mifs ‘Juliet Weft is another charaéter celebrated by our ati- 
thor. In beauty, as he defcribes her, fhe was not. inferior 
to Mrs. Benlow, or Mrs. Schomberg; nor in brilliancy.of ge- 
hius. She had received the beft of education; and was made 
miftrefs of philofophy, mathematics, mufic, and painting: 
‘ In'religion,’ fays our-author, ‘ fhe is a ftri&t Unitarian, an 
* never could be brought to conform to the fyftem of ‘the mo- 
* derns, tho’ the greateft pains have been taken to that pur 
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b pofe, by a very learned orthodox clergyman, her uncles 
¢ who has a fweetnefs of temper not often found in his row, 
» and always argues’ with gteat modefty and tendernefs. I 
‘ have feen many of his letters to ‘his lady. They are well 
« written, and breathe a gentle Chriffian fpirit. With the 
‘ beft temper he fays all that can be faid for the defencelefs 
« caufe he ftands by. But it is all to no purpofe. She would 
‘ fooner die than fubfcribe to the religion of Athanafius. The 
+ Jaft letter fhe writ Mr. Yoré is as follows: 

ss I thank you, dear Sir, for Be os laft labored letter, and 
« for all your former pains, in ftriving to make me what you 
« call an orthodox Chriftian; and I am the more obliged to 
“ you, as you have done it in a way fo kind and gentle *. 
“ My faith, however, is not to be altered by all the learn- 
ing in the univerfe. I read the Bible for myfelf, and to 
“ my own private judgment things appear the very reverfe of 
* « what you have reprefented them. 
“ Your eee of the texts you have mentioned are 








a ® ftrained and unnatural: reafon paraphrafes them in another 
ind « mariner. Your authoritys from fathers are worth nothing: 
7 “their imaginations are of no moment: they are no more 
" “ to me than the fplendid fancys of Bunyan the tinker. And 
i “ asto your argument, that there are a thoufand things in 
* “ the works of nature which we are not able to comprehend, 
a ‘“ and yet believe them, this is a mere {cphifm, What I can- 
™ “ not comprehend I believe nothing about. What is beyond 
d « my underftanding, cannot be the object of my faith. I 
¥ “ might as well pretend to fee what is beyond my eye-fight. 

4 “That matter gravitats, and a mind informs the human 
‘ “ frame, [ believe, becaufe my reafon and fenfes convince 
; *© me that this is the truth of the cafe. It is impoffible, I fee, 


f “ that it fhould be otherwife: but how gravitation is per- 
“ formed, or fpirit aéts on body, I know not, and believe 
“ nothing about it. 

“© That a fupreme fpirit, who is the univerfal father, fhould, 
** from the higheft degree of love, fend a divine meflenger to 
“ fave the world, by enforcing the law of reafon, and bying 
“ his rational creatures to eternal glory, I can beieve, bee 
“* caufe my reafon tells me it is agreeable to the attributes of 
** the Deity: but that this one /upreme univerfal /pirit con- 
 filts of three /pirits, minds, or agents, egual in power and 


“ 


* It is pity the young lady did not better imitate fo amiable an 
example: her deficiency in politenefs and tendernels is too glaring, 
even in this letrer. 


REVIEW, Sept. 1755. P “ olf 
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< ible perfeétions, as you tell.me; this is quite beyop 
“< od ste and I believe nothing about it. he ‘ 
“© pears likewife to my reafon impoffible. In the laft place, it 
« is not in my Bible. 

‘¢ Ft is to no purpofe then to make any further attempts, jp 
‘¢ order to bring me over to the religion of Athanafius and 
«© Waterland; for I am determined to adhere to the religion 
S* of Fefus. My belief is for ever fixed, that the divine nature, 
S¢ or effence, is one peclee the God of Chrift, our father; ang 
<¢ that Fefus, the fon of the bleffed Mary, and the meffenger 
“¢ of the Deity, was an extraordinary perfon for miracles, gifts, 
<¢ and /piritual wifdom; the brighteft pattern of every excel. 
<¢ lence, and every perfection; that he is our mediator, and 
«< a propitiation for fin, as he is the declarer of God’s pro. 
“ pitiation and forgivenefs to mankind ; that is, of what we 
“ are to expect from a propitious God, the all-wife and al. 
“¢ mighty creator of the world; who looks upon repentance 
<< and amendment as the bef? fatisfadéiion. This is the faith of 
“< Fuliet Weft. She can never believe, that the great Being, 
«© who miniftered to the will of the father, in the cafe of re- 
«¢ demption, is the fupreme God himfelf. She abhors the 
* notion. She renounces for ever the theology of Athanafius.” 

Mifs Howe/, another admirable young female, is celebrat. 
ed in thefe memoirs. She * has not only all the charms of 
‘ body that nature could put into one human frame ; buta 
© foul fo bright and luminous, knowing and comprehenfive, 
© fo good and gentle, divine and fpiritual, that fhe feems, in 
‘ the perfections of her underftanding, efpecially, to bea fpe- 
‘ cimen of the vaft capacitys the human mind is capable of 
¢ acquiring ; and, as a Chrifiian, to have received all that can 
« be given by regeneration and the grace of the holy fpirit.’ 

Our author informs us, that Mifs Howe/ was eleven years 
old when he firft faw her, in the year forty-one; that fhe had 
‘then not only made as furprifing a progrefs in literature as the 
famous young Baratier did at the fame years, but hada much 
‘better judgment *; that finding her one day reading the tranf- 


* It is on account of Mr. Baratier’s tritheifm that our author 
- « prefers the judgment of Milfs Howe; who, he fays, had, ‘ at eleven 
* years old, the fineft conception of the diving unity; and at that 
.‘ time was fenfible there was not a tittle of modern orthodoxy in the 
“¢ Bible.” . Her mother affured hira, he fays, ‘ that as fhe afked her 
‘ daughter the meaning of any text relating to this matter, on read- 
* ing the New Teftament, the reafon of the child always explained 
* the facred words in favour of pure gofpel-dei/m, and never had any 
* previous information of this fenfe of them.’ 
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{ator of Archbifhop King’s Origin of evil, he afked her, if the 


thought that learned writer had, by his arguments in his 
notes, fhewn it impoffible to prove the unity of God a priori: 
t Far from it, Sir, Maria replied. “The note-maker might as 
‘ well attempt to blow out the fun with the nozzel of a bel- 
‘ lows, as with his abilitys to fhake that rock, the unity of 
© God; or if he had the ftrength of all the orthodox men in 
‘ the univerfe. All religion, natural and revealed, is founded 
‘ on the unity, and if that could be removed, they might give 
‘ you a thoufand, as well as three, fupreme agents, in the 
© place of one, independent, infinite, and eternal firft caufe. 

On afking her how the proved the uzity from the argument 
a priori, fhe replied, * From the affual exifience of time and 
‘ place, eternal and infinite. As fure as thefe are, there mutt 
S be an eternal and immenfe Being; and two Beings of im- 
‘ menfity, or omnipotence, is impoffible.’ 

When it was obferved to her, that, according to the learn- 
ed, /pace is abfolutely nothing, or a mere idea, or only a re« 
lation between one thing and another ;—not a real exiftence 
without the mind, nor a real and pofitive property of God; 
fhe, in anfwer, cakes notice, that tho’ the note-maker is pofi- 
tive, that both /pace and duration are mere abftraé? ideas, or 
ideal images arbitrarily fet up in the mind, yet this he labours 
to prove, becaule he is prejudiced in favour of trithei/m, and 
would confute that proof which contradiéts his fcheme. 
‘ But,’ fays this fagacious young creature, ‘in vain he {trives. 
© Space really exifis, and is the property of the fir? caufe. It is 
© one of his neceffarily extfling propertys, neceffarily fo in itfelf: 
* and it is as much to be prefuppofed to the exiitence of the 
wri as the Deity is to be prefuppofed to the exiltence 
© of it.’ 

Our author expreffes his aftonifhment at this; but adds, 
my wonder increafed, as fhe proceeded, at my requeft, to 
prove the reality of fpace and duration. She did it with 
amazing eafe, concifenefs, and perfpicuity. It was beauti- 
ful to fee how much fhe had at heart the peerlz/i maje/ty 
of our God,’— 

Another time, in the fame year (1741) our author found 
her reading Chubb’s True gofpel afferted, and atked her how the 
liked that book. ‘I think, Sir,’ AZaria replied, * that he 
* writes beautifully, and I take him to bea wife and good 
* man: but in fome things, I apprehend, he has gone too far, 
* and afferted what he could not prove.’ ¢ What is it, Mits, 
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7 that you diflike in Mr, Chubé?’ “Is he not wrong,’ faid 


the, ‘in confining the good tidings to afmall part of the 
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‘ gofpel only, without regarding the prophecys of the O}y 
¢ Teftament; and, in order toa right underftanding of the 
* writings of the apoftles, fhould he not take in the whole 
canon of the New Teftament? Our Lord fays, the fpirit 
fhould abide with the holy penmen, lead them into all truth, 
and teach them things they were not able to bear in his life. 
time, but would be able to bear after his refurrection, ang 
the effufion of the {pirit, when their underftanding was en, 
lightened, and their faith eftablifhed; and after this, to 
doubt the credit of the apoftles in fome things, and fup. 
pofe they might any where write their own fancys, inftead 
of the doétrines of heaven; does it not tend to a fubver. 
fion of our religion? It appears fo to me; it makes Mr, 
Chubb feem an inconfiftent Chriftian*. I likewife think, 
that this gentleman does not lay ftrefs enough on the Me- 


Cr ee 


* Our author, in another part of his book, thus delivers his 
notion of Mr. Chubb.—* If he had no learning, he had the gift of 
* an extraordinary underitanding.—There is a beauty and ftrength 
‘ in many of his thoughts, and in all his language, which render 
* him, as a writer, fuperior in thofe refpe€ls to every one who hath 
‘ written againit him: and tho” he is wrong in fome cafes; yet his 
* hear:, to my know!ege, was right honelt, and his pen expreffed 
* only the diétats of his confcience. He was a fineere good man 
‘ as ever lived. He really believed, that the fcheme he had given 
* of the gofpel was true. Lis notions of én/piration, the refurree- 
* tion, Abrabam, Se. he thought very juft; and, exclufive of fuch 
* fpeculative faults which he could not help, was as good a Cérif 
* sian as any of his cotemporaries ; if the eflence of Ch iftianity 
* confilts in ane a? reitude of mid and life, and the worfip of 
* the fupreme “sod through ‘Fejus Chriff our Lord. This is the truth 
* of Mr. Chudé's cafe; £ knew him well. ————Du not fuppofe from 
* this, that Iam a friendto Chubd’s erors Indeed [am not. I 
‘ loved the man for the benevolence of his foul; ] honoured him 
* for the uncominon excellence of his underitanding in many things; 
* but---where he was culpable as a writer, and where we cannot 
‘enough admire his fentiments and thoughts, [ purpofe, in a re- 
* wiew of his works, to faew.” This review of Chabd's writings is 
not contained in the volume now before us: It is yet to come from 

the preis. The author's defign in it is, he tells us, ‘ to ferve the 
* religion of Fifus Chrift, and at the fame time oppofe enthufia/m, 
abfurdit;, and error; as we have them in the writings of reverend 
men, under the affumed charaéters of revelation, truth, and 
mulery. Revelaion I have atheart. 2 fhall ever be willing to 
‘“jhed my blaod tor true Coriftianity; as willing as any priett in 
* Chrifendam. But it is not in my power to believe the Bible cons 
‘tains an Ahanifian creed, a tranfebfiantiation, and fach like 


* Jearning.’ ; 
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‘ fab’s being tome, and that Fefus is the Meffiah. To be a 


< “Chriftian, is it fufficient to have a perfuafion of this writer’s 
‘ doctrinal propofitions ?—Is not fomething more required 
¢ from us than to believe we are obliged by the gofpel to con- 
« form our minds and lives to the eternal and unalterable rule 
‘ of a@tion, which is founded in the reafon of things; to 

‘repent and reform, if we have violated this law; and to ex- 
¢ pect a day of judgment for rewards and punifhments, in 
¢ proportion to our having, or not having, conformed to this 
¢ rule of righteoufnefs? ‘Thefe propofitions are, to be fure, 
¢ the main part of the true gofpel; they are not the whole of 
‘ jt, ac I apprehend.’ 

The author mentions fome further remarks on Mr. Chubb’s 
other writings, made by this very young lady; and fays, ° fhe 
¢ not only confuted my fage friend, the excellent Mr. Chubd, 
« but layed before me many new and fine things.’— 

This delightful little foul, together with her mother, and 
Mrs. Benlow, Mrs. Schomberg, Mifs Weft, Mifs Chaweer *, 
and one or two more, were, by our author, accompanied in 
a pleafure-voyage to the we/fern iflands, anno1741. Of this 
voyage a journal is kept by Mrs. Benlow, who is no lefs 
happy than Mifs ¢/, in imitating the ftile of our author 
himfelf. It is the moft fingular production of the kind we 
have feen. It abounds with adven‘ures, numerous and mar- 
vellous, interfperfed with descriptions of lands and feas, rocks, 
Caves, antiquities, hermitage:, nunneries, uncommon ani- 
mals, birds, fifhes, and other natural curiofities; and is in- 
terfperfed with the hiftory of a remarkable anchorite, and ac- 
counts of certain nuns they met with in the ifle of Troda: as 
for the folitary, they found him the only inhabitant of a vaft 
rock, or fmall ifland, in the Atlantic ocean, in a fituation the 
moft romantic that can poffibly be conceived. This anchorite, 
too, isa zealous Unitarian, and a thorough mafter of the 
controverfy with the Athanafians; whom he inveizhs againft, 
(in the narrative he gives ot his life, to entertain his vititors) 
in the very vehemence, and fpirit, and language oi a ramelefs 
ea is who tells the ftory: but, pardon us, Sir! we 
orget, it is Mrs. Benlow that writes. 

To be plain with our author, notwithftanding all his folemn 
profeffions of veracity, we find it impoffibie to confider the 
{tory of the folitary, as well as fome others, inferted in this 


" Another admirable lady, whofe hitory and fufferinys for the 
Unitarian doctrine, ovr iuthor recites n this boot; and paims her 
uncle Hatchet, the ola fuith man, in very lively culaurs. 
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book, as any better than mere romance, and that, both jj}. 
founded, ill-conduéted, and, in fome refpects, (tho’ the 
defcriptions, in general, are admirable) ill recited too, For 
inftance, the folitary, tho’ introduced to our acquaintance as 
a fine gentleman, is fo extremely rude, as to rail moft bitter] 
azainft tritheiim, and tritheifts, even while he fuppofes the 
ladies, his guefts and auditors, are alfo of the orthodox faith. 
fee p.144. We could not help being much furprized at fuch 
i] manners ;—but it is quite confiftent with the fame gentle- 
man’s abrupt way of addrefiing himfelf to his company, and 
exhorting them to become theifts : fuch behaviour to entire 
{trangers, is unnatural, and no otherwife to be accounted for, 
but on the fuppofition cf fome defect of mind in the perfon fo 
offending, againft the laws of good breeding, 

Mrs. Benlew’s defcription, in her journal, of the iflands of 
Lewis and Harries, out-does Martin’s account of the weftern 
ifles, in the qwond’rous. Here, too, poor Athanafius meets 
with many a {curvy tweak. 

The natives of thefe ifles, we are told by our journalift, are 
all proteftants: ‘not one papift is there among them: bleffed 
* country !—and to the everlafting honour of the three or four 
“ clergymen that were fettled among them,—the  iflanders 
€ never heard of the creed of Athanafius. Thofe worthy mini- 
fters, and, to be ‘ure, their predeceflors, have only preached 
God the father almizhty, his fon Fefus, and the grace of the 
holy fpirit—No impious monk has poifoned that fimple re- 
gion with the horrors of trithei/m. Strangers to the dreadful 
doctrine of TVaterland, and all the fhocking defences of a 
triple deity, they worthip the great Father of mankind only, 
through fe/us, and indicat that plane conduct which the 
gofpel requires, by keeping the commandments, and aét- 
ing up to the dignity of human nature.’— 

At a place called the Chace of Ofervaul, our adventurers 
paid a vifit to Mr, Bannerman, a gentleman of whom a great 
character is given: he, it feems, was once a zealous Athana- 
fian, inftructed by ¢ no lefs a man,’ fays the journalift, ¢ than 
$ that zealot of zealots for tritheifm, Dr. Trapp; but he had 
‘ changed his opinion, upon better confideration,’—and fince 
he retired from the world, was employed in writing, § 4 con- 
$ futation of that apoftacy which denies the fupremacy of the Fa- 
© ther, and afferts the fupreme divinity of the Son? Mrs. Ben- 
lew fays fhe had the liberty of reading the manufcript, and 
of copying the preface ; which preface is inferted as a curious 
weftern thing: and {o it is, indeed. We fhall make a fhort 
extract of it, from whence the reader will perceive, that Mr. 
Ban- 
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annerm hat of ou 
~~ fets out with premifing what was the Chriftiantty taught 


by the apoftles ; fhews that the Unitarian was the primitive “ 


doStrine; and how it was corrupted, and the T'rinity intro- 
duced, by Fathers, Doétors, Councils; ¢ in vain,’ fays he, 
‘ does the Chriff of God affirm,—all power in heaven and 
‘ earth is giventome. Thou haft given him power over all 
‘ fleth, that he fhould give eternal life to as many as thou haft 
¢ given bim. The father hath committed all judgment to the 
‘fon. And when the devil tempted him to throw himfelf 
‘ down from the pinacle, that he (Ye/us) muff not tempt the 
‘ Lord his God :—when the devil tempted him to worlhip 
‘him,—that he (fe/us) mu/? worfbip the Lord his God, and as 
‘itis written, /erve him only: all this goes for nothing, and a 
‘ thoufand other facred fcriptures. ‘The fathers are to deter- 


‘mine, and Fe/us muft be the fame God with him, of whom’ 


« he requefts to be glorified: he has the fame numerical efience ; 
¢ —all the fame perfections. This the fathers have the 
‘ piety to affert; and the bleed Waterland, the bleffed Trapp, 
¢ have done their beft in defence of them, againft the mind of 
¢ Fefus. May the good Lord forgive them, as I hope they 
¢ knew not what they did; and, for the fame reafon, have 
mercy on the fouls of Web/er and Delany; the foul of Bate, 
the reverend Deptford bully; and the foul of ‘Fofeph Ed- 
wards, vice-prefident of Edmund Hall; the foul of Brooks, 
of St. ‘fohn’s college, Cambridge; and the foul of Opbio- 
maches* ; the foul of Hedges, provoft of Oriel college; the 
writing fouls againft the Bifhop of Clogber; and have mercy 
on all their fouls who are ftill miferably laboring to empoifon 
our holy religion with the tritheifm they draw from coun- 
cils and fathers, and preach and write to graft their fpurious 
fyftem upon the genuine ftock of the gofpel. Unhappy mi- 
nifters! You ought to be the public guardians of the purity of 
our moft holy faith. You ought to be the dreflers of the 
Lord’s vineyard. You ought to cleanfe and weed it: but you 
cherifh that dreadful weed, the impious Athanafius fowed 
in it.’ ' 

On the ifland of Lewis, Mrs. Benlow tells us, fhe met Mrs. 
Gordon, an ancient literary lady; from whom fhe received a 
religious MS. entitled Advice to the Ladies of Great-Britain, 
by Mrs. Gordon of Lewis. This piece is given among the 
curiolities of the Fournal. In it fhe alfo encounters the doc- 
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The Rev. Mr. S4—z, of the kingdom of Jre’and, author of 
Opbiomaches ; Or, Deifm revealed: and ot wwo volumes of fermons. 
bee Review for Fanuary lait, p. 15. 
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trine of the Trinity; and that in nearly the fame declama 
ftrain of which we have already given feveral fpecimens, tho’ 
with adiverfity of thoughts: towards the latter end of this 
little piece, however, we have fomewhat more valuable than 
decla nation, viz. a colleStion of well-cholen texts from the 
New Teitament, al] tending to eftablifh the Unitarian F aith, 
© On the 8th of Fuly, 1741,’ lays the ‘Fournal, * we took 
leave of our friends, and departed from Lewzs, with a fet- 
ting fun. We intended for St. Kidda, but at midnight a 
dreadful tempeit arofe, and tumbled us to the weft for a coy. 
ple of days. Then changing to the north, we were forced 
towards the fouth pole, in a ftill increafing ftorm, and in 
the diftraction o: wiad and waves, were flung about, and 
cut, and bruifed in a miferable way. The fea ran moun- 
tains high, and broke upon the fhip with fo much rage, 
that we thought every moment old Oceax was coming down 
the hatch-way, and would lodge us in an inftant at the bot- 
tom of the frightful deep. Never were poor.mortals ina 
more deplorable ftate.—The continued deep-heels of the 
veflel, the fhocking rumbles from fide to fide, the roars of 
thunder, and the lightning’s flath, no words can picture to 
the mind: and a thin plank the only fence. IJntonuere poll. 
Inharrefcit mare. We mounted up to heaven, We go 
down again to the depths. Wereel to and fro, and our 
fouls are melted becauie of trouble. All the wifdem of the 
mariners wes {wallowed up. heir fkill and navigation 
were of no fervice. It was buried, as it were, with them- 
telves in the rolling deep.— They let the veffel drive. They 
gave her up to the mercy of the winds and waves. In this 
condition we pafled the tumbling bay of Bifcay, went by the 
mouth oi the ftreights of Gibraltar, and ran at the rate of 
nine knots an hour, tll we got to the fouthward of the tro- 
pic of Cancer. A knot, reader, is a mile, and of confe- 
quence we drove 216 miles a day. This continued for fix 
days, and then it was a flat calm.’— 

The fhip was now in a fad condition ; the liquors deftroy- 
ed, provifions gone, and every perfon on board maimed, 
bruifed, or, in fome refpeci, hurt. In this plight, our 
‘Fournalifi, with her companions, put into S:. Nicholas, one 
of the Cape Verd iflands, belonging to the Portuguefe. Of 
this ifland, its products, inhabitants, religion, &%c. we have 
vow a defcription ; with a moft curious account of the Prin- 
cels Zulia, niece to Abdalla, governor of St. Nicholas. ‘This 


* This extraordinary expedition, we think, from the calculatiors 
we have made, ab/alute/y impofitle. 
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excellent Tombutian lady had been turned from the religion of 
her own country, (heathenifm) to popery; but on a more 
thorough acquaintance with the latter, the Seapets yr 
gufted, and had conceived a violent prejudice againft Chrifi- 
anity in general: our ‘Fournalif, however, becoming ac- 
quainted with Zulima, gives her a jufter idea of the Chriftian 
faith; and in avery animated and ftriking converfation, main- 
tained on both fides with uncommon fpirit, Mrs. Benlow 
fhews how the religion of the fon of God was corrupted by 
popifh innovations; not forgetting to work the ‘ inventors of 
‘ the unfearchable myftery,’ very handfomely; then relates the 
rife and progrefs of the reformation; and invites the princefs 
to accompany her to England, and become a member of the 
proteftant communion. This amiable princefs accepts the 
invitation, with the confent of her uncle; * and is now,’ fa 
Mis. Benbow, ‘one of my family. She is a pious upright 
‘ Chriftian, and tho’ as black as thecollyed night, is as inge~ 
¢ nious, feniible, and agreeable a woman as can be found a- 
¢ mong the daughters of England.’—The fine converiation 
between Mrs. Benlow and Abdalla, the royal moor, concern~ 
ing revelation, and natural religion, fhews the author to great 
advantage. He's, indeed, a various and an aftonifhing man: 
His invention, fancy, good fenfe, and wild, excentric flights, 
are not eafily to be paralleled. 

On their return homewards, our party azreed to amufe 
away the time by the old expedient of {tory-telling, The lot 
fell upon Mifs We to begin. As every one was to recite the 
ftrangeft affair that ever befel them in life, this lady gives the 
hiftory of an adventure that happened to herielf. It is a fine 
piece of imagination, as we fuppofe ; and will afford high en- 
tertainment to thofe who can relifh any thing fo romantic, 
In it we have a fpecimen of our author’s poctical talents. A man 
of fo much fire and fancy cannot be fuppofed to be a very bad 

et: the following lines wil] fhew how much this gentleman 

as been favoured by the paftoral mufe. 


—— Sheperdefs, enough you've ftrove ; 
To his fame yoo mutt turrender : 

Or from pity, or from love. 
It is graceful to be tender. 


But to return to our voyage. 

‘Ten leagues to the N. W. of St. Kilda, fays Mrs. Benlow’s 
journal, lies a fine little country called the Green Ifand. Here 
our returning voyagers landed; here they met with a moft de- 
lightful adventure ; and here comes in the hiftory of the beau- 
tiful, the graceful, the enchanting Mrs. HancourtT.—Here 
too we have done with the Fournal. 


This 
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This lady* was miftrefs of the Italian, Spanifh, French, Por. 


tuguefe, High Dutch, Sclavonian, and Latin languages. —* In 
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religion fhe fhined with great luftre. She was a warm and 
fine pleader for the authority of Chriffianity, and fhe did re- 
velation gréat honor by a converfation worthy of it. Her 
Chriflianity was without any regard to human authority, 
True reafon fhe thought muft claim kindred and common 


parentage with pure and uindefiled revelation. The rule of 


rectitude and Chriftianity, fhe imagined at perfect unity, 
and brought her religious things to the teft of common 
fenfe and fcripture. She abhorred bigotry, and an impofin 
fpirit. She was the conftant friend of truth and liberty, 
The theology of Athanafius fhe confidered as the moft defruc- 
tive of all pious inventions. She detefted the eccleftaftical 
power that maintained it, and was indefatigable and expen- 
five, in promoting the {pread of that heavenly religion which 
is according to the mind of the Lord ‘fe/us. 

© The piety of Mrs. Harcourt was likewife very glorious. 
The fcriptures wer¢ her-conftant ftudy, and her whole life 
a manifeftation of a heavenly temper. She was the moft 
regular of mortals in her devotions, public and privat. 
With her beft abilitys fhe worfhipped, and never miffed the 
ftated hours in her chapel and clofet. Nor was it from the 
Jeaft degree of fuperftition that all this proceeded. She had: 
too much fenfe to imagine the deity can be perfuaded to re- 
cede from the fettled laws of the univerfe, and the immuta- 
bility of his nature: but fhe knew the perfeétions of God 
area ground and reafonof prayer, and that it is both an act 
and ameans of virtue.— 


We know not-what to make of Mrs, Harcourt’s nunnery ; 


but the following is our author’s account of it. 


° a “vr ® e ° 


© When this lady was travelling with her father over Eu- 
rope, fhe became acquainted with fome noble nuns in feve- 
ral monafteries, and was fo pleafed with the goodnefs of 
their lives, that fhe determined to found a reclufe fociety of 
proteftants, as foon as it was in her power; and immedi- 
ately after her father’s death, propofed the fcheme of her 
Inflituta to fome ladies of her acquaintance, of feveral na- 
tions. As they were all her admirers, and faw the delign 
the moft rational and agreeable thing in the world, they 
came into it atonce. A beautiful cloyfter was built on her 
eftate in Richmondfbire, and a charming fummer vill in the 


* We are told fhe was the daughter of a York/ire gentleman, 


and boin in the north-riding of that county. 
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© Green Tfland, which was her father’s property. In thefe 
« fine folitudes, thofe agreeable women, of diftinGtion and 
‘ Jarge fortunes, paffed their lives, in the happieft manner. 
‘ They renounced cuftom and falfe notions—the noife and 
‘ fplendor of the world; and in the flowery retreat, preferyed 
¢ the fupremacy of confcience, and enjoyed the nobleft, rati- 
‘ onal delights. “They confecrated their lives to religion, and 
‘ devoted their beft fervices to the moft glorious of immortal 
‘ beings.—Happy fociety! I believe there is nothing like it 
© upon earth *.. Reafon and revelation, good fenfe and good 
‘ breeding, good humour and plentiful fortunes, are there 
¢ iinited, to complete the felicity of mortals. ‘Their religion 
¢ is the pure worfhip of the UNIVERSAL FATHER, without 
© the leaft tin@ture of Athanafian corruption.—And as they 
¢ Have no morofe fuperior, with a defpotic authority, to crofs 
¢ and perplex them, but exercife that office the year about in 
‘ their turns, fince the death of Mrs. Harcourt, are under 
‘ no vowof celibacy, to fupprefs a legal inclination ; nor ob- 
‘ liged to continue members any longer than they pleafe, but 
¢ may quit the fociety at any time, upon forfeiting only one 
¢ hundred pounds, entrance-money paid down on coming in.” 
—Ourauthor adds many other particulars concerning, and eulo- 
gies upon, this femalefociety; the conftitution of which he warm- 
ly recommends to imitation—‘ Thefe ladies convinced me,’ 
fays he, ¢ thatif women of genius apply, they can out-do the 
‘men of genius in arts and letters. WereI to give youa 
¢ hiftory of fome manufcripts written by thefe ladies, which I 
¢ have read, you would be very greatly furprifed: but the fo- 
“ ciety will not fuffer any thing belonging to them to appear.’ 
In concluding his account of the Green Jfland, our author 
introduces an account of Mr. Hanmer, ‘ amanof great learn- 
ing, and fine tafte for the ingenious arts, He has united 
them and the liberal exercifes, with a divine philofophy, 
and made them fubfervient to virtue and a happy life. He 
has fchemed out for him/eif a fyftem of felicity that is vaftly 
fine, and is, I believe, as happy a man as can be found in 
the world. He has all the bleffings of time in his poffeffion, 
and whilehe enjoys them, maintains a temper that exprefles 
itfelf illuftrioufly in relation to the honor of God, and the 
good of mankind. 
‘ This gentleman was not of the chriftian fide for many 
years. [he Chriffianity he faw in the realms of popery, 
and the fad reprefentations of our holy religion given by 
the unhappy Athanafian'‘priefts, prejudiced him fo much 


* We are entirely of the author’s opinion. 
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« againft all revelation, that he concluded it to be entirely the 
« work of theological heads, and on account of too many de- 
plorable prieftly inventions, rejected the fcriptures, as a 
thing that could not have the ftamp of divine authority, if 
they produced the dreadful doétrines which priefts of all de- 
nominations drew from thence.— This made him renounce 
the religion he had been baptiled into. I found him a the- 
row infidel, when, by accident, I faw him at Moffat wells 
laft fummer, as I came from Edinburgh to Carlife’ 
At this town happened a remarkable converfation be. 
tween our author and Mr. Hanmer, which we here find reci- 
ted at large. It contains a moft curious debate between the 
ingenious deift and the Chriftian: in which both fides feem to 
have perfect fair play, and neither encounters a manof ftraw, 
fet up on purpofe to be knocked down, at all events; as is 
too oltcn the practice with writers who follow the Socratic 
method of argumentation.—And the refult of the difpute, 
which takes up {.mewhat more than forty-two pages, is the 
entire converfion of the infidel, This part of our author’s 
work is an ingenious and fpirited defence and illuftration of 
the principles of Chri/tianity :—according to his idea of it. 

The convertation with the candid infdel ends at page 403 
of this volume, and concludes our author’s firft letter to his 
friend Mr Fewks. A po t/cript of a hundred and two pages, 
and a pojtilla 0! twenty-two, are annexed. Inthe former we 
have a further defcription of the Green I/land, and an account 
of a neighbouring rock called Scalpa: as to the Green Ijand, 
it affords a number of curiofities, and monuments of anti- 
quity, the acc unt of which our author threw into this poft- 
fcript, that they might not intrude too much on the narrative 
in the preceding part of the work. The defcription of this 
charming, wondrous ifland, like the reft of this gentleman’s 
drawings, is artfully and highly finifhed ;—and the feveral par- 
ticulars may all be very true, for ought we snow to the con- 
trary: butif they are true, we mutt fay, we think our author 
has been fingularly happy in thofe accidents that brought him 
acquzinted with fo many iurprifing curiofities of art and na- 
ture; the recital of which feems to give him the moft ex- 
quifite delight. 

In this poft{cript fome curious notes are introduced, for 
which the author will not fail to be complimented with the 
title of infidel, or free-thinker at leaft: indeed he is certainly 
avery frec-thinker. 
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Speaking, of a late view of Lord Bolingbroke’: philofophy *, 
te takes occafion to refent what the author fays of Toland, 
Chubb, and Morgan; ftiling them vermin that have over run 
the prieft’s furplice. This, fays our author, Sisa barbarous, low 
‘ expreffion, and fhews us, that a blind zeal for churchifm can 
© fink writers of fome abilitys into meannefs, malice, and non- 
‘ fenfe. I can tell this author that he will never do any fervice 
© to Chriftianity by fuch low abufe of the people he fancys 
‘ its enemies +; and that it is much eafier to call Toland, 
© Chubb, and Morgan, vermin on the prieff’s collar, than to 
© anfwer their hard » pac Oy had very beautiful no- 
© tions of religion, tho’ miftaken in fome particulars of Chri/- 
© tianity; and two of them, Chubb and Morgan, were, to my 
‘ knowlege, men of as great goodnefs and {trict morality, as 
¢ can be found among the clergy.” 

Our author feems aware, that his treatment of the high 
clergy muft naturally draw on him their fevereft refeniment: 
‘ That the orthodox bigots will confign him to the pit that 
‘ has no bottom,’—* My friend Fulius of Deptford, fays he, 
¢ —and the reverend Mr. Typ? Edwards, vice-principal of 

Edmund-ball, the rev. Dr. Walter Hodges, provoft of Oriel- 
college, who draws his water with Hutchin/on’s filthy bucket, 
and that bitter-writing mortal, che rev. Ophbiomaches, will 
have no mercy on me. Thele minifters of the gufpel have 
mifreprefented, blackened, aid abuied as great and amiable 
men as have adorned human na ure; for this fole reafon, 
that Clarke and Whifton, Bifhop Hoadley, and other great 
and eminent clergymen, the glory of their order, were zea- 
loufly attached to truth, and the honour of one God, 
the father of our Lord ‘Fefus Chrifi: and if thi be the cafe 
of fuch worthys, how may I expeét to be handled by thefe 
reverend adyerfaries to human reafon?—Whiat does juvh a 
man deferve irom the hands of the orthodox? Denuncia- 
tion of wrath and judgment, fays the author of the inter- 
pretation of Elohim}. And if the writer of Dei/m biti | 

c 


* Suppofed to be written by the author of the Divine Legation 
of Mofes, 
T 1: not this remark equally applicable to the ingenious gentle- 
_man who makes it? [oes he not reprefent the orthodox clergy 
ina yet worfe light? Clodius accufat mechos? 
} ‘ Dr. W. Hotges aforementioned. The name of this amazing 
* piece is, The Chrifian Plan, &c. 1752, price 3s.—It is not in 
© value worth Two-pence; but as the wild product of ‘a thorough 
* orthodox head, is a curiofity. This gentleman is likewife the aa- 
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I mean the malicious and abufive Ophiomaches, who, with ar 
amazing rancour, defames in print, and writes againft the 
mind of the Lord Fe/us, to ferve the caufe of a deteftible tri- 
theifm, and the other articles of churchifin ;—if this red-Aot 
bigot had known me in time, he would have wreaked the 
vengeance of an inquifitor on me, in his forty-five defpicable 
difcourfes * lately publifhed. Orthodoxy! what art thou! 
Not our guide in religion, but a fu//e frre, which leads to the 
regions of error, malice, and perfecution?—We mutt {wal- 
low your myfteries, or you proclaim us the moft vile and 
worthlefs. Even Clarke and Whiflon, Sykes and ‘fackfon, 
and that beft defender of New Teftament religion, the pre- 
fent bifhop of Vinchefier, have not been able to efcape your 
virulence and malice. With all their Chri/tzan virtues, with 
all their valuable learning; their characters are by you de- 
preciated, their fame wounded, as if they had been public 
enemys.’ 

But tho’ our author fhews fuch enmity towards moft of the 


tritheifiic divines, as he ftiles them, he neither thinks nor ex. 
prefles himfelf fo harfhly of all. Such of them as do not 
fhew a violent and perfecuting fpirit, he feems to look upon 
with that reverence that is due to the charaéter of a truly 
Chriftian clergyman, Thus, fpeaking of the late ingenious Mr, 


eremiah Seed, who preached Dr. Vaterland’s funeral fermon, 
e fays, * notwithftanding this gentleman’s being a contender 
for the here/y of taree Gods, yet he was a benevolent man, 
an upright Chriftian, and a beautiful writer. Exclufive of 
his zeal for trithei/m—he was in every thing elfe an excellent 
clergyman, and an admirable fcholar. I knew him well, 
and on account of his amiable qualities, very highly honour 
his memory; tho’ no two ever differed more in religious 
fentiments.—Mr. Seed was for the doctrines of his church, 
as they were handed down from fathers to fathers, and as 
they are illuminated by modern commentators. He would 
ferioufly and earneftly tell me, that our future happinefs de- 
pended on believing the orthodox tenets of the church.— 
I, on.the contrary, ufed to laugh at them, and declare for the 
{cripture-doctrine and rule of worfhipping God, as it lay in 
my Bible.—In this refpect we never could agree. But he 


thor of E/:+u ; or, an enquiry into the fcope and defign of the 
book of 70d, in 410. p ice 10>. 6d. but not really worth a farthing ; 
being a lump of Hutchinfonian ftuff, intermixed-with the moft ex- 
thavagant imaginations of D. D.’s head.’ 

* See Review for Fanuary lah, p. 15. fg. 
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¢ was too good a man to be unfriendly to me, becaufe I would 
< have no majfter but Chrift, and no father but him: who is in 
© heaven.’ : 

In his poftilla, the author endeavours to obviate the harfh 
conftructions, with regard to his religion, that might be put 
upon his favourable mention of fome noted free-thinkers, and 
makes a warm profeffion of his attachment to Chri/tianity, and 
regard to the real minifters of the gofpel of Chri/t. 

‘Iam,’ fays he, * too fenfible of the advantages which 
‘ Chriftians enjoy by the gofpel-revelation, to be an enemy to 
‘ the religion of ‘Fe/us. Iam fatisfied that the whole fyftem 
‘ of divine truths, contained in the facred letters, have a much 
< greater tendency than mere reafon can have, to enlarge the 
‘ mind, to purify the heart, to exalt the affections, and to 
¢ eftablifh the liberty of the will. While nature gives but 
¢ obfcure notices, the gofpel vouchfafes a perfect knowlege. 
‘ The infpired writings afford the fulleft inftruétion; and 
¢ what is more, they allure. The life of Chri/t irrefiftibly 
© enforces his pure and heavenly commands, when the mind 
© dwells on the contemplation of it. In the dsétrines of the 
© gofpel, we have a finifhed picture of virtue. In the life of 
© the Chriftian legiflator, virtue breaths and moves. It is from 
© the /ufferings and death of the mediator we learn, that God 
‘ has the utmoft hatred and abhorrence of fin ; and that, if we 
¢ will live at an zrreconcileable diftance from it, the bleffednefs 
© to come will be the highe/t poffible; an immortality of foul 
‘ and body, without change or period, and the greate/t perfec- 
© tion of felicity in beth. Revelation only can make us pofi- 
‘ tive thefe things are fo; Reafon, I grant, cannot lead us 
© fo far. 

‘ In the next place, as the ftruggle is great between reafon 
and inclination, and the difficulties numerous in the afcent 
to virtue and glory, I farther think, that we cannot too 
much prize that communicated almighty fpirit which the gof- 
pel promifes to thofe who afk it; to enlighten, fanctify, and 
comfort them. Thefe are really and truly my notions of 
the Chriftian religion, however I may be mifreprefented in 
the article. If I deteft the artificial Chriftianity of a modern 
apoftacy, yet the etergal adoption, a union with Chrift, and a 
participation of his life, are things ineftimable in my con- 
ception. And as to the clergy, I again declare, that not- 
withftanding I think the pontificiay theologers in generat 
“ ought to lofe all efteem with the thinking part of man- 
* kind ; and that fuch orthodox writers of our nation, as Bate, 
‘ Knowles, and Fofeph Edwards, Regis, Randalph, Hodzes, 
* and 
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© and the weak author of Ophiomaches, are a fet of reverend 
mortals the church would be happily rid of, if they were all 
tranflated, like Enoch, and an end put to their writing la- 
bors, by lodging the zealots in Abraham's bofom; yet | 
highly honor fuch Chri/tian minifters as preach and live 
the gofpel; fuch minifters of ‘fe/us as preach and propa- 
gate his religion, the true religion of nature, with a few 
lane, merciful, evangelical additions. Such bleffed men 
fhal] ever love and admire.’— 
And now, to conclude our view of this account of delight- 
ful Jadies, and curious things; we beg leave to add our acknow- 
legements to the author, for the entertainment we have met 
with in the perufal of his book ; a book the moft extraordi- 
nary, in its way, we remember to have feen or heard of: and 
whether we confider it as the work of a gentleman, a {cho- 
Jar, or a divine, or all thefe characters united, we do not exped 
fpeedily to meet with fuch another.—Many of his graver rea- 
ders will, no doubt, object to the frequent fallies of his lively 
imagination, upon even the moft ferious and moft important 
of all fubjeéts: his active fpirit is perpetually on the wing, 
and feems fcarce ever inclining towards a refting-place. Ih 
truth the corrections of a judicious friend might have proved 
not a little advantageous, to a writer whofe genius muft be 
confefled, tho’ we fhould think its exuberances required the 
friendly hand of a fkilful pruner. 

We have not introduced ail his /adies to the acquaintance of 
our readers ; there are two or three whofe names we have not 
fo much as mentioned, Indeed the number of thefe excel- 
lent creatures increafed fo faft upon us, that we began to find 
ourfelves almoft cloyed with our author’s numerous dainties : 
and, to confefs another truth, we have nct yet been able to 
get rid of our fufpicion, that thefe lovely Beings may, all of 
them, prove mere ladies del Tobofa. We fhall therefore con- 
clude with a fhort paflage from Don Quixote, which our au- 
thor will doub.els apply where it is intended; and if our fuf- 
picions are groundleis, he may find his advantage in remov- 
ing them, by a more fatisfactory anfwer, in his next publica- 
thon, than that which the Don gave to the clofe remark of the 
Dutcheis. ‘If we are,” faid the dutchefs, ‘* to believe the 
*¢ hiftory of Signior Don Quixote, which has lately been ufhet- 
ed into the world, with the general appiaufe of the diffet- 
ent nations that compole it, we muit conclude, (if I. re- 
<* member right) that your worfhip never faw the lady. Du/- 
“* crmea, and that there is no fuch perfon in being; but that 
it is only a fantaftical miftre/s, begot and born in your 
s* ima- 
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ec imagination, which hath decked her with all the graces 
‘- and perfection that fancy could conceive.” bs Much may 
<< be faid on that fubject,” anfwered Don Quixote: * God 
<< knows whether or not there is fuch a perfon as Dulcinea in 
«¢ the world, whether fhe is fantaftical, or not fantaftical ; 
<< for thefe things are not to be toa nicely inveftigated.” G 

Ferrata in the foregoing article. P. 202, |. I. for Conclufition, 
read Conclufion. P. 205, 1.1. for belief, read believe. 1b. 1. 13, 
for chiurchifms, read churchiffns. 
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Art. XXVI. 4 Paraphrafe and Notes upon the Epifile to the 
Hebrews. To which is prefixed, An enguiry into,—the author 
of this epiftle; when it was wrote ; the manner of citing the Old 
Teftament ; and the method of reafoning in it: with fome re- 
marks on the late Lord Bolingbroke’s treatment of St. Paul. 
By Arthur Athley Sykes, D. D. 4to. 6s. Knapton. 


HE charaéter of this learned and excellent writer is well! 
known, and his abilities as a critic, and a clear and con- 
fiftent reafoner, upon a great variety of important topics, in 
matters of religion, are generally efteemed and acknowleged, 
by free and candid enquirers after the truth. This his left 
oduction cannot, we believe, fail to throw much ufeful light 
on that part of divine revelation which it is intended to explain 
and illuftrate. Befides innumerable fpecimens of fagacity and 
judgment in the ftructure and connexion of the paraphrafe, and 
annotations, the introduction to the whole opens to us a ve 
fatisfactory view under the four following heads. I. With re- 
gard to the author of this epiftle. II. ‘Phe time when it was 
wrote. If]. The citations in it from the Old Teftament. IV, 
The perfons to whom it was primarily directed. 
Concertiing this epiftle, the learned doétor obferves in ge- 
neral, ‘ that the fentiments of it aré very noble, and the me- 
* thod of arguing all along, ftrit and logical ; that the apoftle 
* does never lofe fight of what he has in view; and if he di- 
* grefles from his point at any time, he returns with exact 
* propriety; and even his dizreffions are ufeful to his main 
* defign.” The ftyle and manner of writing in this epiftle, 
Dr. Sykes freely acknowleges to be plainly different from St. 
Pauls, in all his other epifites; but as there is no name pre- 
fixed to it, as there is to all the reft of his epiftles, our au- 
Ene obferves it is “not much to be wondered at, if men of 
r learhing, trying to account for this difference, have givena 
variety of conjectures, in ofder to a folution of the diffi- 
i culty, And when in the courfe of many hundred years, one 
© has fancied one thing, another another, ang a third has 
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¢ pueffed a third, the variety of conjectures has increafed the 
€ difficulty, and at length has confounded, or darkened, inftead 
© of clearing up the matter.’ 

That St. Paul wrote this epiftle is the fixed fentiment of 
our author, grounded upon very probable evidence; and he 
remarks, that the difficulty has chiefly arifen from the ftyle of 
it; for which he endeavours to account, and at the fame time 
fully to obviate the principal things which have been alleged 
to prove that St. Paul was not the real author. 

‘ St. Ferom, {peaking of St. Paul's epiftles, fays, “ the 
“ epiftle to the Hebrews is believed not to be his, by reafon 
“ of the difference of /ffyle and language ; but either to be Bar. 
“© nabas’s, according to Tertullian; or Luke the evangelift’s, 
“¢ according to fome; or Clemens’s, who was afterwards bi- 
<< fhop of the church of Rome; who, they fay, being conftant- 

-& ly with Paul, took down in writing what Paal faid, and 
“¢ dreffed it in his own /éy/e and manner. Or it is not be- 
«¢ lieved to be his, becaufe Paul writing to the Hebrews, did 
“¢ not think proper to put his name at the beginning of this 
“<< epiftle, by reafon of the averfion they had to him. He 
“© wrote as an Hebrew to the Hebrews, in Hebrew; that is, in 
<< his own tongue, very elegantly ; that thofe things which 
«© were wrcte elegantly in ioe might be more elegantly 
<* tranflated into Greeé. And this is the reafon, that the ftyle 
“¢ of this epiftle may feem to differ from the reft of St. Paul’s 
“ epiftles.” Upon this account of St. fercm Dr. Sykes has 
offered feveral pertinent and inftructive obfervations ; and by 
various teftimonies, extracted from Clemens Romanus, Phi- 
laftrius, who was bifhop of Brefcia, in Jtaly, and lived as earl 
as ‘Ferom; and alfo from Origen, Eufebius, and Alexander, bi- 
fhop of Alexandria, hath, we think, fully eftablifhed the prin- 
ciple he had in view, that St. Paul was the true author of the 
prefent epiftle, as it is in Greek. We refer the critical reader 
to the numerous authorities cited for this purpofe, and the 
reafonings upon them, as fufficient to give him full fatis- 
faction; accounting it uaneceffary to repeat them at large. 
Our author’s conclufions, upon a f{ummary recapitulation, are 
— that St. Paul was the true author of this epiftle ;—* that all 
© thofe who {peak as if this epiftle was not St. Paul’s, have 
* done it only to account for the ftyle and manner of writing, 
* and not from any one fingle evidence, that it was not the ge- 
© nuine work of the apcftle. That what is faid of Caius does 
* not appear to be, that he denied it to be St. Paul’s; butis 
© only a mere inference from his occafionally not reckoning up 
© this epiftle with the reft of that apoftle’s writings. «That 
© this epiftle was always received by the Zatin church, tho” 
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t fometimes, upon particular occafions, it was not rezd in their 
‘ churches. That tho’ Ferem has {poke very inaccurately, and 
é even inconfiftently, about this epiftle 5 yet he, as well as Ori- 
© gen, Eufebius, and others, have attributed it, in it S original, to 
< St.Paul; and that allwho have imagined it in it’s prefent dre/s, 
‘ to belong to Clemens, or Lukes; or Apollos, have only /up- 
é pofed this without evidence, or pretence of evidence; nor hath 
‘ any one of them ever met with, or pretended to have met 
‘ with, the original Hebrew, in which they affirm it to have 
¢ been wrote. Thefe, therefore, are all mere hypcthefes, to 
account for a //y/e or manner of writing, different from the 
reft of St. Paul's epiftles; whereas, in truth, there is no oc- 
cafion for any fuch fuppofitions. And ifthe os agyxasos, the 
antients, in Origen’s times, declared the epiftle to the He- 
brews to be St. Paul’s, not without good grounds, it is a fuffi- 
cient reafon to reft on their authority, and to believe it to be 
¢ bis, without any fancyful fcheme of his having wrote it in a 
‘ Janguage which no one pretends ever to have feen.’ 

II. In order to adjuft the time when this epift!e was wrote, 
the doctor takes notice, that it feems agreed by our beft chro- 
nologers, that St. Pau/ was flain at Rome, under Nero, A. D. 
67, or 68. And that it is certain, from his firft imprifon- 
ment, he was fet at liberty after two years. ‘This firft con- 
finement was 4. D. 61. and lafted to 4. D.63. * So that,’ 
fays he, ‘ we are limited to five years, viz. from 63, when he 
‘ was fet at liberty, to his death, at fartheft, in68. Now, in 
‘ his firft imprifonment, Timothy was not a prifoner, but only 
© St. Paul himfelf; and even his confinement was fuch, that 
‘ he was a prifoner at large, and lived in his own hired houfe, 
¢ Aés xxvii. 30. It was therefore during the time of fome 
‘ fecond imprifonment, that Timothy was taken into cuftody. 
© For the Chriffians at Rome, when St. Paul was under his 
© firft confinement, from 61 to 63, were under no difficulties; 
‘ but were looked upon as ‘Jews, and had perfect liberty: nor 
© would St. Paul have been under any confinement, nor have 
* been treated as a prifoner, had he not appealed unto Cz/ar. 
‘ — Nero fet the city of Rome on fire not befcre the year 64, 
© in the tenth year of his reign. And thence he took occafion, 
* or a handle, to perfeeute the Chri/tians. It was certainly 
* not before this time that St. Paul was feized and clapt into 
‘ prifon: and it was whilft he was in prifon, that he wrote 
* to the churches thofe epiftles, wherein he mentions his bonds, 
* Now this could not be before the year 65. For Nero did 
* not fet fire to the city of Rome, before the 14th of the ca- 
© lends of Augu?, that is, the 19th of July, and the fire ceafed 
* the 25th of that month, 4. D. 64. When the mouths of 
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the people could not be ftopped on this occafion, the Chriftians 
were feized, and put to thofe cruel tortures which Tacitus 
mentions. Now had St. Paul been then at Rome, he, as a 
principal man among the Chri/tians, had certainly been ta- 
ken up and murdered. He would not have been kept in 
prifon long enough to have had time to write fo many epiftles, 
but would have been accufed and condemned for the crime 
of firing the city long before the end of the year 64. He 
was not therefore at Rome before the year 65. And fuppof- 
ing him to be at Rome fometime in 65, he muft have been 
feized and confined /smg enough to write the epiftles which 
he did; and he muft have been fet at liberty again that year. 
But in truth, as there is no reafon to fay, that he was at 
Rome in the year 64, it is not likely that he would venture 
into Rome immediately ; and therefore, that he did not write 
the epiftle to the Hebrews, at fooneft, before the year 66, 
For it is certain, that both he and Timothy were at liberty, 
when this epiftle was wrote. Vid. chap. xili.23. In truth *, 
St. Paul feems to have gone from Rome as he intended, Rom, 
xv. 24. to Spain. In 65 he was at ‘ferufalem, and went to 
Coloffe and Philippi. In 66, he feems to have been at Co- 
rinth; from thence he went to Treas, and the parts adjacent, 
and did not come to Italy, moft probably, before the year 
67. And being then feized (we know not on what occa- 
fion, except it be as a ring-leader of the Chriftians) and put 
into prifou; he there employed himfelf in writing to 
Chriftians in other places; and he defires them to remember 
his bonds, and to arm themfelves againft the fiery trial, and 
to withftand the temptation. In this year, he and Timothy 
were delivered out of the mouth of the lion; and afterwards he 
wrote to the Hebrews, and told them his defion of comin 
tothem. He therefore wrote this epiftle not-{o early as the 
year 66, moft probably in the year 67. His return to Rome 
in 68, and his refolute continuance to preach ‘fe/us the 
Cori/t, after his having been fet at liberty, and pardoned the 
year before for this pr dang feems to be the reafon why he 
was condemned to death by that barbarous tyrant Nero.’ 
Dr. Sykes enters into a particular enquiry, under the third 


head, concerning the citations from the book of P/a/ms in this 
epiftle, and examines diftin@ly the aflertions of thofe who 
have maintained, that—the pfalms cited by the apoftle, and 
applied by him to Chri/t, ‘ were fpoken by David in the per- 
** fon of the Meffiah.” Or, “that fuch pfalms relate only 


* Vid. Lord Barrington’s Mifcell. nea fucra, vel. I. 
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« to the AZefiah, and not to David” at all:—or, “ that the 
<< pfalmift perfonated Chri/t, and defcribed his circumftances, 
<< to which all the expreffions literally agree, and did literally 
<¢ agree 0 (is who fulfilled all the characters of the Mef- 
« fiah.” And that St. Paul being inftruéted in the myftical 
fenfe of fcripture, applied and ufed this method of under- 
ftanding the facred books, &c. In anfwer to thefe fuggeftions, 
our learned critic obferves, that both the myftical, and the 
other fchemes of interpretation, feem to labour under difficul- 
ties as great as what they are brought to folve. ‘That it does 
not appear that the pfalmift ever perfonated the A/¢/iah in the 
laces where he is faid to perfonate him; or that he defcribes 
the Mefiah under his own circumftances: or whilft he was 
compofing a pialm, feemingly concerning Aim/elf, was di- 
rected by the fpirit to defcribe the AZefiah: or that he fpake 
of another, when he made ufe of thofe relative terms, me, my, 
my foul: or, intended another perfon, who did not appear 
upon earth till a thoufand years after the pfalmift was dead, 
when he ufed the words, J, my, mine. 

The dodtor, indeed, allows, that expreffions may be ap- 
plied to another perfon, in a more /itera/ and proper fenfe than 
they did to the perfon who firft ufedthem: and that what in 
the one cafe was only figurative, may poffibly, in the other, 
be ftrié? and iiterally true. But then he aflerts, that it will 
not follow from thence, that there is juft ground for the infe- 
rence, that a double fenfe of f{cripture was intended, the one a 
literal, the other a my/tical, fenfe; and that no proof hath yet 
been given, that the fpirit of God ever intended fuch double 
meaning ; or that the apoftles have ever reafoned in fuch a man- 
ner; or that there is any juft foundation for the diftin&ion of 
literal and my/tical fenfes; and that it is a manifeft perverfion 
of fcripture to affix any fenfe to its words, which the fpirit of 
God did not intend. ¢ It is our bufinefs,’ fays he, ¢ to fearch 
and find out what the mind of God is, and what he intend- 
ed; and as he has no where declared a double fenfe to be 
contained in his words, a /iteral and a myftical one, (except 
where the nature of the thing fhews it, as in cale of parables, 
or figurative expreffions) we fhould be cautious in admit- 
ting double fenfes, in that which may be no more than a 
mere accommodation of words.’ In fupport of the/e ailertions 
the doctor recommends the following obfervations. Firft, 
that it is, and muft be, ‘confefied, that in al) other writers, 
there is but one literal fenfe of the words of any author. 
And that if he ufes a metaphor, or many metaphors together, 
the fenfe defigned to be conveyed by the figu ¢, or the allegcry, 
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js the literal fenfe-—This obfervation is judicioufly illuftrated, 
by applying it to fome paflages of the Old Teftament, cited in 
the New; which we refer to the examination of the critical 
reader. Secondly, he obferves, that if we interpret the facred 
fcriptures in the fame manner as the fame expreflions are inter- 

reted in other writings, and a good fenfe appears throughout, 
and fuch as feems to anfwer well the facred writers purpofe, 
this may be juftly allowed to be their full meaning. Here 
forne excellent remarks are annexed on various texts of {crip- 
ture, as inftances of the truth of this pofition. He obferves, 
thirdly, that when a citation is made from the facred writings, 
and even the word fulfilled, is ufed, it does not follow, that 
fuch paflage muft be deemed a prophecy, unlefs it can be proved 
to be cited asa proshecy: and that when a place is particularly 
applied to Chri/?, it is not neceflary to underftand it as a par- 
ticular prophecy of Chrif?, unlefs it be attended with fuch cir- 
eumftances as fhew it to be prophetical of Chrif?. As weap- 
prehend, that the moft eminent marks of an able genius for 
criticifm are exhibited in this part of the doétor’s elaborate 
work, and that an impartial judgment cannot eafily be formed 
upon this nice and difficult fubjeét, without having recourfeto 
the ijluftrations which are annexed, and a careful examination 
of Pfalm cx. which ts here inferted intire, with a fuitable pa- 
raphrafe and notes; we make no queftion the inquifitive and 
candid will readily apply to the work«itfelf for more complete 
fatisfaction. 

IV. It 's remarked, that this epiftle was wrote to perfons 
who had been illuminated, or had become Chriftians already, 
‘and had fuffered perfecution for Chri/?, chap. x. 31. xii. 4— 
12. Hence the doctor concludes, it was wrote to Hebrew Chri- 
fitans; that is, to fuch as from Fews had become Chriftians, 
to keep them fteady to their profeffion, or toguard them from 
relapfing into ‘fudai/m, And that the arguments which are 
u-ged, are fuch as prove Chri/tianity to be an inftitution in 
every refpect /uperior to, and more excellent than, the Jaw of 
Mo’es; that there was no one thing in which a Few could 
‘boaft, nor was there any one advantage in that law, but it was 
‘to be feen, or to be had, in a much better manner, under 
t:e law of Chrift. 

The learned author having fugzefted his thoughts of the prin- 
cipal defign of writing thisepiftle, takes occafion to examine the 
optaion of thofe who have pleaded for a different fcheme of 
‘interpretation from his, vz. ** That the Levitical priefthood 
«© was a fhadow of the priefthood of Chrift, in like manner 
“& as the tabernacle made by Mofes, was actording to that 
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et fhewed him in the mount. The priefthood of Chrift, and 
«¢ the tabernacle in the mount, were the originals: of the for- 
<< mer of which the Levitical priefthood was a type; and of 
<« the latter, the tabernacle made by Ado/es was a copy. The 
<< doétrine then of this epiftle plainly is, that the legal facri- 
«* fices were allufions to the great and final atonement to be 
<¢ made by the blood of Chri/?; and not that this was an al- 
“ Jufion to thofe.” It is ufually affirmed too, that ** the le- 
«« gal facrifices derived all their efficacy from Chrift, that great 
“¢ facrifice flain from the foundations of the world.” * But, 
< fuppofing,’ proceeds our judicious critic, § that there are 
© paflages in this epiftle, which may countenance fuch notions, 
« when taken by themfelves, independent of the apoitle’s de- 
« fign; yet, if we take the general reafoning as our guide, V1Ze 
¢ that there is no advantage in the law, nor any thing to be 
‘ particularly boafted of in it, which i; not much fuperior and 
¢ more excellent in the gofpel—The confequence is, not 
‘ that the legal facrifices were allufions to the great and final 
¢ atonement made by the blood of Cdri/t, but that the apoftle 
© only compares the one with the other, and fhews which has 
‘ the advantage over the other, without concerning himéelf 
¢ about which was the original, and which the copy. St. Paul 
© never fays that the Levitical priefthood was a type of the 
© priefthood of Chri/t, nor that the priefthood of Chri/t was 
* the original; nor was fuch a notion to his purpofe ; for his 
¢ argumentation is ftrict and juft, whatever becomes of fuch a 
¢ notion.’ He alfo goes on to fhew, that the facrifices of the 
law were neither types of Chri/t, nor allufions to, nor had any 
relation to, the facrifice of Chri/t ; and largely reprefents the 
fcheme of the apoftle’s reafoning in chap. x. and confiders the 
nature of types; which, he judges, are things ordained by 
God to prefigure fomething future; always implying a defig- 
nation for a particular ufe or purpofe. If, therefore, fays he, ‘the 
© Chriftian priefthood was the original, from whence the Levi- 
€ tical priefthood was taken, or the facrifices of the law were 
* commanded or taken from the facrifice of Chri/t, as flaix from 
© the foundation of the world:—This is not fufficient to confti- 
* tute either the one or the other types, but antitypes. For the 
* Chriftian priefthood and facrifice being fuppofed to be firft, 
* priority alone does not conftitute type ; but it muft be priority 
* joined to intention to prefigure. Kither the Fewi/h facrifices 
© mutt be intended to prefigure the facrifice of Chrift, or the 
* facrifice of Chrift was intended to prefigure the ae fa- 
€ crifices, or the one cannot be a type of the other,’—* It was 
* avery right and proper caution, which that great mafter of 


Q 4 | © Fe 







































































































232 SyKEs'’s Parapbrafe and Notes 


© Hebrew, and excellent profeflor, Sixtinus Amama gave *, 
«6 That profeflors of divinity fhould not imagine, or make out 
‘6 of every perfon or thing in the Old Teftament, a type of 
** Chrift, or of the church. Be it fo, (as he goes on) that 
*¢ there is fomething alike in both: that is by no means 
* enough to conftitute a type. You will never be able to 
* prove it a type, unlefs you can fhew from the facred ferip- 
“* tures, that it was defigned and appointed by the Holy Ghoft 

“< to reprefent and prefigure what you call it a type of.”—St, 
¢ Paul declares, that thofe things which happened to the Feqws 
in the wildernefs, were rUzos nuwr, types of us, (we render 
it, our enfamples) and they were written for our admonition, 
upon whom the ends of the world are come. 1 Cor. x. 6, 
11. The apoftle here indeed ufes the word, ruses; but it 
fiznifies, as we properly render it, en/amples, what was wrote 
for our admonition. Now admonition is not prefiguration, not 
does it convey any fuch idea. Can any one fay, that 
the punifhments of the fins of the ets were ordained by 
God for this end, viz. to reprefent the punifhments of Chrif- 
tians in like cafes? or, that as they were punifhed with 
death in the wildernefs, for their idolatries and rebellion a- 
gainit God, in like manner, Chri/tians fhall be punifhed with 
death, in the prefent ftate? This is not only not true in 
fact, but is contrary to the whole tenor of Chriftzanity, 

which never promifes prefent good things to the obfervers of 

it, nor threatens prefent evil to thofe who difobey it; but 
refers to a future {tate, and fuiure punifhments, for all vio- 
lations of the law of Chri/t. 

Our author concludes the ,introduction with fome remarks 
on the groundlefs and abufive refleSions of a late writer, which 
are evidently defizned to affect the credit and character of St. 
Paul, in all his writtings, ¢ The writer, I mean,’ fays he, ¢ is 
* the author of certain e//ays, and fragments of effays; poft-~ 
$ humous picces, publifhed by David Mallet, Efq; an author, 
§ whofe life and behaviour, as a moral man, as a politician, as 
* a member of foctety, in power, out of power, and at laft as a 
€ religionift, is now fully known, He has, in more places than 
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* Cavete ergo, candidati, ne ad cathedras admiffi, ex qualibet 
perfona vel re V. Tetlament. typum vel Chriiti vel ecclefz, vel 
aiiarum rerum fabricetis. Sit aliquid in utrogue fimile ; hoc typo con- 
itituenco neutiquam fatisett. Nunquamenim evinces effe typum nifi 
ex jacra pagina ollenderis illud a {piritu fancto hue fuiffe deftinatum, 
et ad hancreprefentationem deitinatum. Szxtinus Amama. Antibarbari 
Bjuiici, Lib, 1. p. 168. Edit. gto. 4656, 
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« one, treated Ado/es and St. Paul, as errant impoftors: he 
< has declared the God of Mojes, and the God of Paul, to be 
¢ no God, or a local tutelary God of particular perfons, or of 
¢ a particular country : and has made no fcruple to affert, that 
¢ St. Paul * undertook, like @ true cabali/tical architeé?, with 


« the help of type and figure, to raife a new /y/tem of religion 
“ on the old foundation” of the law. Vol. it p. 288. IV. 


‘ p. 450. 

Fe. Sykes obferves, that this aflertion, however pofitive, is 
entirely without ground, and very agreeable to the character 
of a perfon who hath advanced feveral things relative to old 
- books and old faéts, which no man but himfelf ever faid, or 
thought of; and which every man converfant in books knows 
to be falfe. And that he hath fhewn an equal difregard 
to truth in another inftance, with greater and more fhameful 
aflurance. For he afferts, that ** St. Paul pretended to teach 
“ and to explain the difputes about grace, predeftination, free- 
“ quill, eleion, reprobation, fanélification, juftification, and 
<-other fublime, theological doétrines.” Vol. IV. p. 460. 
‘ He means,’ ** That Ged cletts fome of bis creatures to falva- 
‘“¢ tion, end predeftinates others to deftruction, even in the 
** wombs of their mothers.” Vol. V. p.567. © And hence 
‘ he reprefents the God of Paul, not as the governor of the 
¢ univerfe, but as a partial Being, unjuft, cruel, unreafonable, 
¢ not the proper object of love or efteem.’ 

‘ I muft here too afk this enemy of our apoftle, where does 
¢ St. Paul, ** pretend to preach and explain,” not a// the doc- 
‘ trines, but any one of them, whicn are here mentioned, in a 
¢ fenfe inconfiftent with the wifdom and goodnefs of God? 
* Where is there one fingle word in all St. Paul’s epiftles, 
* whereby he ‘* pretends to teach and explain the di/putes a- 
** bout election, or reprobation,” in a manner unworthy of 
* God, or of religion in the world? I admit, that too many 
* divines have argued from detached paflages, as if the facred 
* writers had treated upon election, and predeftination, of par- 

ticular perfons, to rewards or punifhments: but as St. Paul 
is here charged with teaching thefe notions ; and even theGod 
whom St. Paw/ preached is abufed, and charged as aéting an 
unworthy part with his creatures ; it behoved this accufer, as 
it will any of his admirers, to fhew or prove, that there is 
fo much as one fingle fentence, in all St. Paul’s writings, in 
which he pretends to teach or to explain any fuch doétrines, 
¢» he is here charged with.’ 

* But I muft ftill go-farther ; and afk,—did he never fee 
this whole matter of prede/fination and election, as treated by 
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St. Paul fet in a rational, clear, fenfible, confiftent, light ? 
Has he not feen what St. Paul faid, explained, free from al} 
the inconveniencies too often imputed by carelefs party-wri- 
ters to the apoftle? Yes, he had feen Mr. Lacke’s paraphra- 
fes and notes. I afk then, why does he infift on a fenfe 
that is ab/urd, when the apoftle’s words are capable of a good 
meaning? Can any reafon be affigned for this, but that he 
would not take St. Paul’s meaning from himfelf, but from 
others who had miftaken it, only that he might have a handle 
to abufe him? Would he but allow the apoftle to talk com- 
mon fenfe, in places where he has been proved todo fo, the 
God of Paul would have appeared to be the God of the uni- 
verfe, But to prove St. Paul to be a deceiver, he forces an 
abjurd {enfe upon his words, notwithftanding he had /een a 
clear and confiftent fenfe put upon them: and then the God 
of Paul is reprefented by thefe arts as a partial, abfurd, be- 
ing, not to be depended on, nor believed in. This writer 
had /een, that a rational, confiftent, good fenfe, might ea- 
fily and naturally be put upon St. Paul’s epiftles, in all thofe 
places where he had occafion to mention predeftination or 
election: but then he faw, and he knew, that too many had 
argued from detached paflages, as if the apoftle had been in 
their fentiments, and privy to their doétrines. What now 
does this artful politician do? He takes the ab/urd fide: he 
tells us, that the apoftle pretended to teach and explain 
thefe notions in the ab/urd fenfe; and he is not content thus 
to abufe St. Paul, but with a degree of impiety and profane- 
nefs peculiar to himfelf, he abufes the God of Paul. It is not 
hard perhaps to account for fuch conduét. He made a point 
formerly, to pervert, to calumniate, to flander; to do any 
thing to ferve his ambition, or party: he was trained up in 
thefe arts when young; and he had ufed them with great 
fuccefs, even to bring his country to the brink of ruin: St. 
Paul was an enemy to thefe arts; and in courfe, an enemy 
to thofe that ufed them. No wonder then that this profligate 
politician made ufe of thefe weapons to deftroy St, Paul's 
credit, as an apoftle of Fe/us Chri/t ; and to the deftruction 
of all revelation, as coming from the God of Paul.’ 

But our readers may expect a fhort {pecimen of the manner 


in which the paraphrafe and notes are executed. 


We therefore give the following extract from chap. ii. 


Yerfes 16, 17. 
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PARAPHRASE. TExtT. 


16. Now as his grand defign was to 16. For verily, 
free men from the fear of death, he did he took not on him 
not lay hold of, or attempt to help an-_ the nature of an- 
gels, but only all believers in him, all that gels; but he took 


were of the {feed of faithful Alraham, thofe on him the feed of 
he helped. Abraham. 


17. From whence it appears, that he 17. Wherefore, 
oughtinallthings; infufferingsandindeath, zy all things it 
in pain and in hunger, and, indeed, in allthe Jehoved him ta 
common infirmities incident to mankind to be made like un- 
have been made like unto his brethren. to his brethren; 
Hence, too, he is beft fuited to have com- that he migat be 
paffion on their infirmities; and,whichisan a merciful and 


eminent advantage we have, and what will faithfulhigh prieft 
be in 


Notes on the epiftle to the Hebrews, 


16. He took not on him the nature of angels. Ov yap ayyidwv ime 
rauoauras. te did not lay hold of angels to help them. So Heb. viii. g. 
In the day that I took them by the hand to lead them out of the 
Jand of Ezypt. “Ev nptpe tmiraCoutvon prov tng xe1p0¢ avtwy. Nature is 
too hard a word to fupply in this place, nor, indeed, does it fuit it. 
For, what the apoitle is here proving, is, that Chrif# ought to go 
through afflictions and death: but angels not being fubjeét to thefe, 
Chrift did, and fuffered that which fuited the end he had in view. 
For verily he did not lay hold of angels to help them; but only 
fuch creatures as were liable to fufferings and death in this world. 

But he tsk on him the feed of Abvaham. “Adda cwipuaros ACpacy 
tmrapcavetasr. But he laid hold to help the feed of Abraham. Here 
it may be afked, why the apoitle fhould fay, that Cri? came to 
help the feed of Abraham, and not the feed of Adam? The reafon 
is, he was writing to perfons zealous of the law, and who could not 
bear the notion of the Gentiles being admitted to equal privileges 
with themfelves. Under, therefore, the words, the fed of Abraham, 
which in St. Paul’s language implied, a// that were of faith, be they 
of what nation foever, he artfully, and without giving offence to the 
Hebrews, expreffes the full truth. Adreb m was the father of all them 
that beliewe Rom.iv.11. And in this fenfe is the expreffion here 
ufed, to take in all that were helped by Cri, whezher they were 
Jews or Gentiles. 

17. Wherefore in all things. Kedié wala. In taking fiefh and 
blood ; in fufferings ; in death. 
Made like bis brethren. In the likenefs of finful feo. Rom. viii. 3. 
Made in the likenefs of men, Pbil ii. 7. 
That be might be a merciful and faithful high priefe “Ix trenpov 
Yivilas nai wizds aprsspevs. , That be might be merciful, and a faithful 
bigh 
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be at large explained hereafter, he is quali- zn things pertain. 
fied tobe merciful, and a faithful high prieft, to God, to make 
in whatever pertains to his tranfaétions with reconciliation for 
God for us, even to remove all our fins, the fins of ‘the 
fo as thatthey may not beimputed to us,and people. 

to perform what he has undertaken for us. 


Though we have received much fatisfaétion and inftru€tion 
from the perufal of this valuable work, and do, in the ge- 
neral, approve the learned author’s fcheme of interpretation, 
yet we cannot decline an intimation, that in fome places there 
are marks of inadvertence. In the laft note, we judge there 


Nores on the Epi/tle to the Hebrews. 
Ligh prisft. Merciful, in that being tempted, he is able to fuccoyr 
them that are tempted; and faithful, as is proved, chap. iil, 1, 2, 
Vid. chap. iv. 25. v. 2. 

In things pertaining to God. Ta wpis @ziv. In things relative to 
God. In doing all fuch things as God had appointed him to do. 

To make reconciliation for the fins of the people. Eis 0 iracnicDas 
ras aaxetias tov Awsv. The form of the expreffion here is quite un- 
ufual. “TAdoxecIas O.cy, OF iracaectas wich &uaptiav, to appeafe God, 
or to appeafe God for fins, or on account of fins, is frequent; but 
the expreflion here ufed, to reconcile fins, or oppeafe fins, is fome- 
thing very particular. However, as the apofile is {peaking of an 
high prieft, and what fuch high prieft did, he muft allude to what 
the Fewwifh high-prieft did on the great day of expiation. Here the 
apoftle feems to mean no more, than that C4ri/t did his part, that 
our fins might be paffed over, or not brought to our account. He 
is to fhew hereafter, how Céri/t was, and how he atted as, our high 
prieft, in things pertaining to God: and if it appears in what fenfe, 
and in what manner the fins of the world were removed, or taken 
awz-y by Chrift, that mu give us the true meaning of the expref- 
fion, idacxschas apaprias, here rendered, to make reconciliation for 
the fins of the people. It muft always be remembered, that God 
manifetted his love to man in fending his fon into the world ; that 
he juftified us freely, by bis grace, through the redemption that isin 
Jefus Chrift, Rom. ili. 24. 1 Fobmiv.1o. If Chrift therefore ak- 
ed fo, as to make the fins of man to be no obftruétions to the favour 
of God, he might juftly be called our prieft: and if he entered the 
true holy of holies, he would be our high prief: now as fin is an 
offence to God, he that does whatfoever God appoints, in order to 
remove the offence, acts as a prieft; and if God appoints a bullock, 
cr a goat, or a lamb, to be offered in fuch a certain manner, in 
order to remove any fin, and fuch a particular perfon to do it, fuch 
bullock or lamb is the jazcwis, and fuch perfon does inuzxecSas Geer, 
make God propitious. Now if God appoints any other means what: 
ever, he that ufes fuch means, be they what they will, is a faith 
ful prieft; and if he is admitted to enter the ho/y of holies, he is 
joRtly ftiled a faithful high prieft, in things fertaining to God, even 
to the removing the fins of the people. 
yet 
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is plain proof of this. For, ¢¢ to appeafe God, or to appeafe 
«« God for fins, or on account of fins, or make God propiti- 
<¢ ous,” is neither the language, nor the doétrine of divine re- 
velation, whatever fimilar paflages may be extracted from hea- 
then writers, whofe general fcheme of religion was abfurd and 
jdolatrous. May we be permitted to fuggeft a thought not al- 
together improper on this occafion, and calculated to elucidate 
the reafonings in this epiftle? w/z. that the facrifices of the law 
may be confidered as the public methods of declaring and af- 
certaining the legal or political remiffion of thofe legal or poli- 
tical tranfgreflions, ONLY, for which they were {pecially ordained ; 
and that they who had violated the legal national conftitution, 
and were thereby liable to legal penalties or punifhments, 
were by the intervention of the prieft, or high-prieft, the au- 
thorifed legal officers, proclaimed actually poflefied of pardon, 
and exempted from legal punifhments, on account of their po- 
litical fins. But none of thefe external or political proceffes 
certified the remiffion of moral guilt, or proclaimed any ex- 
emption from the punifhments of the invifible world : Whereas 
Chrift, by the doctrine or promifes of his religion, attefted by 
his death, and divinely confirmed by God’s raifing him from 
the dead, hath exhibited, certified, and proclaimed God as 
ESSENTIALLY PROPITIOUs to the penitent believer; and as 
an authentic teftimony that God appointed, approved, and ac- 
cepted Chrift’s obedience to death, he hath raifed him from the 
dead, and, by the generous donation of his grace, impowered 
him to execute and accomplifh the promifes peculiar to the 
gofpel-covenant, viz. that God by him will raife up the truly 
penitent and faithful, to the pofleflion of a glorious and bleffed 
immortality ; for the fins, of perfons thus qualified, fhall be en- 
tirely blotted out, when the times of refrefhment fhall come 
from the prefence of the Lord. Aés iil. 19, 20, 21 —26. xxw@. 
18, 19. Perfons of thofe moral difpofitions, ONLY, do now 
receive the PROMISE, and fhall hereafter be invefted with the 
ACTUAL POSSESSION of the heavenly inheritance, or eternal 
life, which is the gift of God through Fe/us Chriff our Lord, 
Hebr.ix.15. 1 Pet. i. 4,5. Rom, vi. 23. 

There are two appendixes added to this work, viz. I, Con- 
cerning the fecond pfalm, as applicable to Chrift. If. Anen- 
quiry, ‘ What are the fins we are cleanfed from by Chrift 2” 

We cannot conclude without obferving, that this excellent 
performance ought to be perufed with attention, candor and 
moderation ; of all which the worthy author hath given many 
proofs in compofing it; and that his fcheme of principles will 
be more thoroughly apprehended by thofe who have examined 
and digefted his reafonings in two valuable picces, with which 
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he formerly obliged the public, viz. ‘* An effay on thg 
“ Truth of the Chriftian Religion ;” and, “* The Principles, 
“© and Connexion of ‘natural and revealed Religion.” 
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MONTHLY CATALOGUE 
For SEPTEMBER, 1755. 


PoLiTIcAL. 
I. Umorous and diverting Dialogues, between Monfeur 
Baboon, a French dancing-matter, and ‘Fack Tar, an 
Englifh failor. 8vo. 6d. Corbet. 

FackTar, and the Frenchman, here maintain a zealous tongue- 
fight, each taking the part of his nation, with refpect to the 
prefent differences: in which conteft, as we may be fure, the 
Englifoman gets the victory ; for he muit be a fad fellow of an 
author that would give it againft his own country. The hu- 
mour refts chiefly on Monf. Baboon’s bad Exglifo and French 
phrafes. 


Il. 4 Letter to the People of England, on the prefent fitua« 
tion and conduct of affairs. Letter I. 8vo. 1s. Scott. 
According to the author of this epiftle, our miniftry are a fet 
of ig t bl g {—ts, totally deftitute of the talents 
neceflary for the due difcharge of the great bufinefs of the na- 
tion. In a word, if we believe this clamorous meffenger of ill 
news, no longer the happy, flourifhing people we have hi- 
therto, miftakenly, thought ourfelves, we have ncw no chance 
of redemption left, but to deprive our prefent ftatefmen of all. 
concern in the future management of our affairs :—who our 
author may intend to fucceed them, is not intimated to us. 


HI. 4 Letter from a Member of Parliament, to his grace the 
Duke of * * * *, upon the prefent fituation of affairs. 8vo. 
6d. Cooper. 

Our politician informs the noble perfon he writes to, that we 
ought by no means to engage in a war with Fra;.ce, unlefs the 
theatre of a€tion be confined to North America. If his grace 
was not fufficiently apprized of this before, he is, we believe, 
the only man in the kingdom ignorant of it: but we hope this 
gentleman will give us leave to defend ourfelves, wherever 
we are attacked. 


IV. The Naked Truth. 8vo. 1s. Price. 

The ambiguous title, and fiétitious name at the bottom of 
the title page of this tra&, appear to be the author’s finefle, to 
catch the notice of the public, under the pre-notion of fome- 
thing fatirical, fome fecret hiftory, or fome momentous com- 


munication, of importance to the public, but dangerous to the 
aul 
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author, if ai/covered. Nothing of this fort is, however, to be 
found in the pamphlet. The author, who, poffibly, is an agent 
for that part of the miniftry who have entertained pacific fen- 
timents, addreffes himfelf to the people of England, on the fub- 
ject of that fpirit of refentment, at prefent diffufed, through all 
ranks and degrees, againft theFyexch : and cautions them agairit 
running precipitantly into a war, which, according to his rea- 
foning, will, in all probability, not only put us to a vat ex- 
pence, but turn out to our difadvantage in all refpeéts. He 
combats the prejudices entertained by the Enzlif, in favour 
of themfelves, and their high conceit of their fuperiority over 
other nations, with a vein of pleafantry and good humour, 
which fhews him to be neither an injudicious, nor incompetent 
writer; as his manner of enforcing his arguments may have 
the intended effe€&t upon many, and can offerd none: writers 
of this turn have greatly the advantage over your high ranters, 
and paflionate declaimers. 


MIscELLANEOUS. 

V. An Englifh and Danifh Diétionary: containing the ge- 
nuine words of both languages, with their proper and figu- 
rative meanings; interfperfed with a large variety of phrafes, 
idioms, terms of arts, and proverbial fayings, collected from 
the moft approved writers. By Andreas Berthelfone, Cand. 
S. Min. 4to. 18s. Linde. 

The Danifh language being little underftood in this king- 
dom, a good dictionary of it would doubilefs be favourably re- 
ceived; but this author is not fufficiently acquainted with 
the genius and copioufnefs of the EnglifZ, language to execute fo 
important a tafk. It isnot enough that the primitive fenfe of a 
word be known and properly tranflated, the other acceptations 
have an equal right, and are equally neceflary to be inferied 
and properly rendered, in order to make a dictionary of any 
foreign language, of ufe tothe reader: yet this our author has 
in a great meafure neglected, and only given us the word, or 
words of the fame import in the Daaifh language, without 
diftinguifhing which are proper to the various acceptati- 
ons. Thus under the article Grace, which, in the Exgiif, 
has feventeen fenfes as a fubftantive ; he has only given us the 
Danifo words gunft, naade, bordlafiing, yndighed, tekkel'ghed, 
without mentioning which is moft proper to firft, fecond, &c. 
fenfes of the term Grace. He has, indeed, added a few phra- 
fes, under moft of his articles, which have, doubtlefs, their 
ufe ; but are, far from being fufficient to anfwer the purpofes 
of a dictionary of this kind. 

But as there is but one part of this work yet publifhed, (and 
that the leaft ufeful to an Englifh reader,) viz. the Englifh be- 
fore the Danifo; when the fecond part appears, containing the 
Danifh before the Engtifo, a farther account of it will be given 
in Our Revicw, B 

VIL, 
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VI. Letters to a young Prince, from his Governor. Tranf. 
lated into Englifh. 8vo. 5s. Linde: 

Thefe letters were written originally. mSwedif,, to the prince. 
royal of Sweden, by his governor. ‘The prince to whom they 
are addreffed, was born in the ycar 1746, and the firft of the 
letters is dated in 1751, we are told, that thofe in the firft 
part were printéd by the queen’s order, without the know- 
ledge of the author: that he acquiefced, however, in her ma- 
jefty’s pleafure, and probably wrote thofe in the fecond parr, 
with a view to their publication. They were written, as it is 
faid, when ficknefs, and other avocations obliged him to be 
abfent from his charge. 

How far the fpirit and turn of the original is preferved in the 

tranflation, we know not, as we have not feen the original, 
There appears, however, throughout the whole work, an air 
of integrity and goodnefs, which cannot but give the reader a 
favourable idea of the governor, who feems to be extremely 
folicitous to form his royal pupil to noble and princely dipof. 
tions, to imprefs his tender mind with juft notions of true dig. 
nity and greatnefs of character, to guard him againft thofe 
errors to which princes are peculiarly expofed, and, in a word, 
to lay the foundation of thofe virtues which are neceffary-to 
conftitute a great character. As fables have been always rec- 
koned, and with great reafon, a proper channel for convey- 
ing moral inftruétion, he makes frequent ufe of them, and 
occafionally introduces fhort, familiar ftories, in order to incul- 
cate the maxims of wifdom in a more eafy and agreeable man- 
ner. If the inftru€tions of the tator fhould not always feem 
to be brought down to the level of the pupii’s capacity, nor 
conveyed in fo natural, eafy, and entertaining 4 manner, a 
the occafion feems to require, the reader ought to confider, 
that it is no eafy tafk for thofe who have not been long con- 
verfant in, and carefully applied themfelves to, the impor- 
tant bufinefs of education, to render the path to knowlege 
{mooth and delightful, and clothe their ideas in fuch an agree- 
able drefs, as is proper to ftrike the minds of youth. Thofe 
who have experienced the difficulty of this, will be very ready 
to make favourable allowances; and as for thofe who have not, 
they are no judges of the matter. R 


*,* We are obliged to omit the greateft part of the Cata- 
logue this month, for want of room; fome articles having 
taken up more of our pages, than was forefeen, 











































